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€05
PROCEEDINGS

¥R, GRAY: We will start the proceedings.

I should like the reccrd to reflect that Mr, Morgan,
who, as you all recall, found it necessary to leave the
proezedings before we completed our work on Friday, has read
carefully the transcript wmade of the proceedings, especially
that portion which toock place in his absence, and is thoroughly
familiar with what transpired, Is that correct?

MR, MORGAN: That is correct.

MR, GRAY: 1 think the record oughtto show that,

Now, Mr. Robb.

MR. ROBB: Yes, Mr., Chairman.

Mr. Rathman is here and will play these records
for us. Counsel for Dr.Oppenheimer have been furrished
with two copies of the tramnscript to follow., I would suggest
that in the vent that anyone at any time wishes any portion
of the recording played again, so that we may check it, if you
will just so indicate, we will do that. Of course, that
includes the reporter. I understand it is most difficult
for a reporter to take this down on a machine. So if the
reporter wishes to stop and having somthing played over
again, that will be done. Of course, Mr., Garrison, anything
that hewishes to be played over if he will just indicate it
will be done.

MR, GARRISON: Suppose we find, Mr. Chairman, as
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we listen to this, what seems to us to be variances betwoen
sound and text. Should we make a note of those as we go along?

MR, GRAY: I think that would be the proper pmocedure.

MR, ROBB: I think that would be the only way to do
it, Mr. Garrison.

Mr. Rathman, would you begin to play the records?

I might say, gentlemen, for your benefit, to assist
you,at the beginning of this record you will hear some door
slamming and seat crezking and so on, and some’introductory
gabble, which is not important here. 1 suppose people are
coming into the room and sitting down. The transcript,
which begins, '"This is a pleasure"”, does not begin for
perhaps 30 seconds.

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, could we have read
into the record the first péragraph of the transcript that
will not appear in the sound?

MR, ROBB: Do you wish me to do that, Mr, Chairman?

MR, GRAY: If vyvou would.

MR, ROBB: '"San Francisco, California, August 27,
1943. |

"Memorandum for the Officer in Charge.

"Subject: D, S, M, Project.

"Re: Transcription of Conversation between Dr. J.

R, Oppenheimer, Lt, Col., Boris T, Pash,and Lt. Lyall

Johnson.
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"Transmitted, herewith, is the transcript of
conversation betﬁeen Dr, J, R, Oppenheimer, Lt, Col, Boris
T. Pash, and Lt. Lyall Johnson held in Lt. Johnson's office
in the New Class Room Building, University of California,
Berkeley, California, on August 26, 1943. It is %o be noted
that in some places the conversation was very indistinc®t and
that the running commentary may be indecisive in these
places, but the substance of the material discussed is,
herewith, presented:

"Pash: This is a pleasure, because I am interested
to a certain extent in activities and I feel 1 have a certain
responsibility in a child which I don't know anything about,
General Grove has, more or less, 1 feel placed a certain
responsibility in wme and it's like having a child, ¥mt you
can't see, by remote control, I don't mean to take much of
your time -

"Oppenheimer: That's perfectly all right, Whateve;
time yvou choose.

"Pash: Mr, Johnson told me about the little incident,
or conversation, taking place yesterday in which I am very
much interested and it had me worried all day yvesterday
since he called me up. 1 thought if he could --

_fOppenheimer: I was rather uncertain as to
whether I should or should not talk to him. I am unwilling

to do it without authorization, What 1 wanted to tell this
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fellow was that he had been indiscreet. I know that he had
revezled inforwation. I know that saying ‘hat much @iight in
some cases embarrass him. It doesn't seem % have been
capable of embarrassing him, to put it bluntly.

“Pash: That is not tho’particular inte: vvt 1 have.
1t is something a 1ittle more, in my opinion, more
serious., Mr. Johnson said‘that there was a possibility srqat
there way be some other groups interested.

"Oppeunheimer: I think that is true, but 1 have no
first hand knowledge and that would not be,for that reason,
very useful tome., I think it is true that a wan whose name
I never heard who was attached to the Soviet consul has
indicated indirectly through intermediaries people concerned
in this project,that he was in a position to transmit,
without any danger of a leak or anything of that kind, or a
scandal, information which they might supply.”

DR. EVANS: That is ome correction that you passed
over. Tha# "intermediary” am not "intermediaries”.

MR . ROBB: And that is true, instead of that,

(Discussion off the record.)

¥R, GARRISON: The only comment I would make,dr.
Chairman, is that in quite a number of places, I think I marked
one, two, three, four, fiv, six, there were scraps of talk

that were not recorded here because of the speed, Also here a

word and there a word was either dropped out in the speed of
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the transcription or %he order was sometimes in;ertad a little
bit., I am not saying that this alters the substance, bui I
do think that ifthere comes a passage --

MR. ROBB: That is true, Mr. Chairwman, I think
this suggestion is a very excellent one, I am sure if there
is any matter of substamce which counsel finds of recording
which he feels is different from the transcript, I trust he
will indicate,that we may play the record again, and also
that we will agree on it., Will you do that, Mr ., Garrison?

MR, GARRISON: 1 want to makeit clear that we are
not attempting, and we can't on rne playing, to authenﬁicate
the entire record.

MR, ROBB: Very good. Shall we go ahead, Mr.
Garrison?

{Mr. Rathman resumed playing back the recordingz.)

"Oppenheimer: Since I know it to be a fact +1"

MR, GARRISON: There seem to be some words in the
conversation which do not appear in the transcript
immediately prior to the sentencé reading, "Since 1 know
it to be a fact.," This conversation apparently dealing
in some way with the Soviet consulate,

(Recoréing)

"Since I knowit to be a fact, I have Been

particularly concerned ="

MR, GRAY: 1 think what was said there is that




Dr, Oppenheimer is sayving it might be assumed that a man
attéch@d to the Soviet Conéul might be doing this. "But
since I know it to b2 a fact, I have been particularly
concerned.” That is my interpretation,

MR, GARRISON: It is something like that, Mr.
Chairman., I was not exactly clear, We might have it
once more,; if you don't mind.

{Recording.)

"I will take it assumed that a man attached to
the Soviet corsul might be doing this. But since I know it
to be a fact 1 hmve been particularly concerned about any
indiscretions which took place in circles close which might
be iﬁ contact with it. To put it quite frankly, I would
feel friendly to the idea of the Commander in €hief informing
the Russians who are working on this problem,"”

MR. MARKS: May we stop at this point?

MR, GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I think it quite clear
from the recording that the seutence read, "1 would feel
friendly to the idea of the Commander in Chief infbrming
the Russians that we are working on this problem,"

| MR, GRAY: I would have to ask that it be played
‘ again,
(Recofding,)
"I will take it bo be assumed that a man attached

to the Soviet consul might be doing this, but since 1 know




911
it to be a fact, I have been particularly concerned abbut
any indiscrefioué which took place in circles close fto the
consul or which might come in contact with it, To put it
quite frankly, I would feel friendly to the idda of the
Commander in Chief informing the Russians that we wore working
on this problem., At ieast I can see that there might
be some arguments for doing that, but I do not feel friendly
to the idea of hwing that -~ I think that it might not ﬁurt.
to be,on the lookout for it.”

MR, GARRISON: May we stop at that point. Is the
Chairman satisfied that the phrase was "informing the
Russians that we were working on this problem”?

MR, ROBE: That is the way I héard it.

MR. GRAY: It is not clear to me, but I think it
is clear that the word simply was not "who", Precisely what
the word or words might have been, 1 am not sure, but my
inclination i to feel that itis as you suggest,

MR, GARRISON: Counsel would agree?

MR. ROBB: That was my understanding of it, Mr,
Garrison.

MR, GARRISON: That it ¢id read finforming the
Russians that we were working”.

MR, ROBE: I think it is,

MR. GARRISON: Either one, it doesn't matter, Mr,

Chairman. I would point out that in the cross examination
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of Dr. Oppenheimer, this particular phrase was picked out
of the tramscript about informing the Russians, as it reads
here, 'who are working on this problem”, as if there were
something sirvister about it. It came as a great surprise to
Dr. Oppernhsimer, and 1 thivnk the redord now‘should explicitly
show that this was apn error in transcription and that any
notion that the Russians were then working on this problem
was simply not suggested inm this conversation.

MR, ROBB: I wouldn't go so far as that, sir, I think
the record shows that the recording says; I think that is as
far és we can g90.

MR, GRAY: 1 think there is agreement between
counsel as to what seems to be the correct transcript now
on this point. Certainly speaking for the Board, 1 don't
think we can draw any conclusions into the record at this
point, Mr, Garrison, 1 think the record ought to be clear
as to what the language was,

MR, GARRISON: FI want to make clear that any
inference drawn from the previous cross examination is now
to be wiped out.

MR, GRAY: 1 should think thatyou would wish -- on
redirect, if 1 car use that term --- to come back tou this
point., Certainly the record now will reflect what the
consensus is as to this language. I am just hesitant to accept

an interpretatbn of counsel as a part of a Board conclusion
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at this time. What we are doing is correcting the record
és I uaderstand it, You are certainly free to come back
to this,

MR. ROBE: Will you st»t at the beginning?

(Recordingo).

"Oppenheimer: 1 probably know this, I will take
it is %o be assumed that a man attac od to the Soviet
consult might be doing this, but sinc. I know it to be & fact,
I have been particularly concerned,"

MR, ROBE: Mr. Chairman, might \ interpose at this
point. I think it is pretty clear now, Mr. Garrison, that
the beginning of that sentence is; "I would “2ke it that
it would be assumed that a man attached to the “qviet consulase
might be doing this, but since I know it to ba u fi ¢v; jgp'¢
that the way you heard it?

MR, GARRISON: That is about the way I heard it.

MR, ROBB: Did you hear it any differently than
that?

MR, GARRISON: I think that is about correct.

MR, GRAY: While we are in this interruption, my
interpretation of the recording is that the word "aides”
should have been ''circles',

MR, GARRISON: Yes, Mr.’Chairmana

MR, ROBB: I had already corrected that in my

transcript.
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MR, GRAY: Would you proceed, Mr., Rathman.

{Recording.)

"I would také it that it is to be assumed that a
wan attacked to the Soviet consulate might be doing it,
but since I know it %to be a fact, 1 have been partiéularly
concerned about any indiscretion ¥%hich took place in circles
close enough to come in comtact with it. To put it quite
frankly, I would feel friendly tothe idea of the Commander
in Chief informing the Russians that we were working on this
problem, At least 1 can see that there might be some
arguments for doing that, but I dornot feel friendly to the
idea of having it moved out the back dpor° I think that it
might not hurt to be on the lookout for it.

*Pash: Could you give me a little more specific
information as %o exactly what information.you have? 1
mean, you can readily realize that phage would be, to me,
probably of interest as pretty near the whole project is to
you,

"Oppenheimer: Well, I might say that the approaches
were always through other people, who were troubled by them,
and sbmetimes came and discussed them With me; and that the
approaches were always quite indirect so that 1 would feel
that to give -- well, to give more, perhaps, than one name,
would be to implicate people whose attitude was one of

bewilderment, rather than one of cooperation, 1 know of no
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case, and I am fairly sure that in all cases where I heard
of iu,these contacts would not have yielded a single thing.
That is as far as 1 can go on that,

"Now, there is a man whoSe name was mentioned here
a couple of times., 1 do not krow of my own knowledge he
is invelved as an intermediary. It seems, however, not
impossible, and if you wanted to watch him, it might be the
appropriate thing %to do, He spent a number of years in the
Soviet Union,- I think he is a chemical engineer, He was --
he may not be here -- he was at the time I was with him
here employed at the Shell Development. His name is Eltenton.
1 would thirk that there was a swall chance that -- well, et
me puat it this way -- I think he has probably been asked to
do what he can to provide informtion. Whether he is successful or
not, I don't know. But if he talked to a friemnd of his who
was also an acquaintance of one of the men on the approach;
that was one of the channels by which this thing wept on,
Now, I think that —-"

"ww asked to do what he could to provide
informtion. WNWhether he was successful or not I couldn't
know. But he talked to a friend of his who was also an
acquaintance of one of the men om the project, and that was
one of the channels by which this thing wen‘i:‘° Now, I think
that to go-beyonﬁthat would be 66 put a Iot'of names down

of ‘pesple who are not only innocent, but those attitude is

¢




100 pexr cent effective.

"Pash, Now; here's a point. You can readily realize
that if we get informationm like that we have to work inm a n
absolutely discresét manmer. Indiher words; we can't afford
to indicate --

”Oppehheim@r° That you are concernes,

"Pash, That we are concer-ned or throui whom we get
information,

"Oppenheimer: Naturally,

"Pgsh: However, any --"

(End of recording.)

MR. GRAY: 1 should like to record my observation
about some of these words here.

MR, ROBE: Yes, sir.,

MR, GRAY: First of all, it i pretty clear to me
going back to this earlier paragraph that the language
should be "informing the Russians that we were working on
this project."”

MM. ROBE: That is correct.

MR, GRAY: Then in the third paragrah, I believe .
in the first sentence, it should read,."Well, I might say
that the approaches were always to other people” rather -
#han "through other people".

MR, ROBB: I would like to have that played back.

MR, GRAY: Will you play the beginning of this again,
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please?

MR, GARRISON: Mr, Chrirwan, so that we do this in
the same order, I listened to tlese wordé that were in the
middle sf the sontence beginning, "At least I can see that
there might be sSome arguments for Joing", 1 then heard these
words, I ¢on't know whkether it could or could not be dong,
but I don't like the idea of havivng lem moved out the bhack
door,"

MR, ROBB: 1 don't know° The'o are some words in
there that I didn't get. Let us see, anc¢ we will play it
again, 1 hope these records don't get wori nut while we are
plavinz themn,

MR. GARRISON: I hope we don't have o play the
whole thing through just for this omne thing.

MR, ROBE: No, that is right at the beg: . ing.

{Reccrding)

"It must be assumed that a man attached %o - Soviet
consulate might be doing this, but sincel know it to b.
fact, 1 have been particularly concerned about any
indiscretions which took place in circles close to the
consul or which might come in comtact with it, because to
put it quite fréhkly, I wveld feel friendly to the idea of
the Commander in Chief infomming the Russians that we Bere
working on this problem. At least, I can see that there

might be some argument for doing that. I don't know whather




it c¢ould or not have been done, bét I don't like the
idea of having it moved out the back ¢door, I think ihat it
might not hurt to be on the lookout for it,"

"Pash. Could you give me a little wmore spacific
infomation as to exactly what information you have? I mean,
you can readily r¢alize that phase would be, to me, probably
as interesting aT pretty near the whole project isto you.

"Opperheimer: Well, I might say that the approaches
were always %o other people, who were troubled by them,
and sometimes came aqd discussed them with me."

ME, ROBB: Mr, Chairman, it is quite plain that
the sentenc: reads, "I might sgy that the approaches were .
alwass to sther people”, is that correct, Mr. Garrison?

MR, GARRISON: Yes,

MR, GRAY: Then a few minor ones.

MR, ROBB: May I say with Mr. Garrison's help I
do f.nd the phrase "I don't know whether it could or could
no. be done, but" comes in,

MR, GRAY: "1 am not friendly %o the idea of having
it move out the’back door,"

MR, ROBB: That is right.

MR, GRAY: Further in that thirg paragraph, I think
that the third sentence would read; or portions of it, "and
that the approaches were always quite indirect.," The word

"always.”




MR, GARRISON: Yes, &r, Chairman,

MR. GRAY: 1In the £ifth 'ine, very minor, the
word "attitudes' should be "attituds:"; singular,

MR, ROBB: Yes.

MR, GRAY: Down about the middls of that paragraph,
"He gpant guite a number of years in the Scviet Union."

MR, GARRISON: 1 also heard thz woris "He is an
Englishman' in there.

MR, ROBE: That is in hevre. Isn't it?

MR, GARRISCN: ©No,"He spent” -- I have ir‘erlineated
"He is an Englishman" or "He is Enpglish",

MR, ROBE: I think that is ip there some placc .
but that is not very important,

MR, GAREISON: Mo,

HR. GRAY: There are a couple of other places.

The word 'is" sﬁould have been "was" and'"ths project” should
be "this project.”

MR, GRRRISON: The sentence reading, "1 think there
is a small chance”,; 1 think the "is" there, that the word
was '"was'., That is after the word "Eltentoa", "Riz name
is Eltenton”. "I would think thuire was a smanll chance."

MR,GRAY: That is cor?eéta

MR, ROBE: Mr. Chairman, may 1 ask Mr. Garrison,
is there any question that the voice we hear in the

pe~agraphs markes "0" is Dr., Opperehmer?




MR, GARRISOM : Not so far,

MR, GRAY: Are we ready to proceed? Wwhile he is
fizing that record, a very minor one, I think Célwnel Pash
said "absolute discreet mwanner' rather than "absocolutely",

MR, GARRISON: I am not bothered with that type of
correction, My, Chairman,

{Reccrding)

"Thut we might get which would liminate 2 lot of
research work on cur part would nécessarily lead %o the
conclusion anythirg we are doing.

"Oppenheimer: I am giving you the one nzme I think
-- 1 wmean ¥ don't know the man attached to the consulate,

"I think I may have been told or I may pmot have been told.
But I have actually forgotten, He is -- and he may not be
here now., These incidents occurred in the order of about
five, six or seven months.

"Johnson: 1 was wondering, Dr, Oppenheimer, if
there was a particular person, maybe a person on tho pioject
that you were trying to pum information from -- that if

we knew who those were, would at least know where to look for a

lead, not from the standoint of fellow hate,; but looking at
a certain picture.
"Pash. Here is the point that I would féel -
"Oppenheimer: I would feel that the people that

tried to get information from were more or less am accident
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and I would be waking some harm %y Saying that,

"Pash, Yes. Here's th: thing. Weof course assume
that the people who bring this infc-mation to you ares 100 per
cent with you, and therefore, there is -0 question about their
intentions., Yowever, if --

"Oppenheimer: Well, ¥ will te2ll you v o thing --"

éEnd of recording.)

HR, EVANS: Was that word "lead"” or "leak",

MR. GARRISON: I thought it was "leak",

DR, EVANS: It is "lead" hera.

MR. GARRISON: Yes, It soqnded like'' laak” to me.

DR, EVARS: 1It sounded like '"leak" %o me, "I was
wondering, Dr. Oppenheimer, if there is a particulaxr person --
maybe a person on the project that you ware trying to pump
information from -- that if we knew who those were, would
at least knowwhere to look for a leak” --

MR. ROBB: Play that again, please.

{Rexording)

"These events occurred of the order of fiva,
8ix, or seven months ago.

"Johnson: 1 was wondering, Dr. Oppenheimer, .1
there is a particular person, .. paybes a person on the
project that you were trying to pump idbrwmation from, --
that if we kmnew who those were, would at least know where to

look for a leak, not from the standpoint of fellow hate,
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but looking at a certain picture,
"Pash, Here's the point th' 1 would feel -~
"Oppenheimer. I would feel that the people that
if they tried to get information were more or less an accident
and 1 believe 1 would be making some harm by saying that,
"Palh: Yes. Here's the thing -- we of course assume
that the people who bring this iformation to you tre 100 per
cent with you, and therefecre, there is no question 3ouz
their intentions., However, if -
"Oppenheimer: Well, I will tell you one thin .
I hatve known two or three cases; and 1 thiﬁk two of thom & ¢
the men with me at Los Alamos, They are men who are vary cliwly
associated with me,
"Pash: Have they told you that either they'thought
they were contacted for that purpose or they actually were

contacted for that purpose?

"Oppenheimer: They told me that they wers
contacted.

"Pash, For that purpose,

"Oppenheimer: That is, let me give you the
background. The background was -- well, you know how difficult
it is with the relations between these two allies, and
there are a 1ot of people who don't feel very friendly
téward Ru§sia, so that the information -- a lot of our secret

information, our radar and so on, doesn’'t get to them,
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and they.are battling for their Iives and they would like to
have an idea of what is going on. This is just to make up
in other words for the defects of our official communicatinn,
That is the form in which it was,

"Pash: Oh, 1 see,

"Oppenheimer: Of coursé, the actual fact is that
it is not a communication that ought to be taking place.
But it is a matter of carrying out a policy which was more
or less a policy of the government and the form in which it
came as tha%t could an interview be arranged with this
man Eltenton who had very good contact with a man from the
Embassy attached to the consulate who was ; very roliable
guy. That is his story. And who had a lot of experience
in microfilm work, |

"Pash, Well, now, I may be getting back to a
systematic picture here, But do you mind? These people
whom you mentioned, two are down with you now. Were they
contacted by Eltenton direct?

"Oppenheimer: No,

"Pash: Through another paty?

"Oppeonheimer : Yes,-

"Pash: Well, now, could we know through whom that
contatt was made?

"Oppenheimer: I think it would be a mistake' --

MR, GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, could we stop?




MR, ROBB: I have several corrections, My, Chairman.,

MR, GRAY: Very wall,

MR. ROBB: In the first paragraph on that page,
Mr., Garrison, we pretty well agreed or, and the second,

MR. GARRI®ON: Except I would just like to note
the phrase "not from the standpoint of fellow hate",
that there were quite indistinguishable words that
accompaniéd that. I don’t know what the words were,

¥R, GRAY: 1 would question myself that the words
were "fellow hate",

MR, ROBB: 1 don't know,

MR. GARRISOKN: There were other words not in there.

¥R, ROBB: I might say that the "J" indicated
there is Lt., Johnson who was also present. In the third
line on that page of the transcript, as I heard it, it is,
"These instances occurred of the order of about five, six
or seven menths ago,’" is that coxrect?

MR, GARRISON: That is right.

MR, ROBB: As 1 heard it in the paragraph marked
"H", the word "lead” should be "leak". The words "fellow
hate" I don't pick that up.

The next paragraph marked "0", as I heard it, read
"I would feel that the people that they tried to get
information from." Did you get that, Mr, Garrison?

MR, GARRISON: Yes,
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MR, GRAY: I think that was clear,

MR, ROBB: The next paragraph marked "O",

KR, GARRISON: While we were on that paragrah,
after the words "accident'", there were some words interpolated
by Mr., Pask that did no£ come through on the transcript,

MR, ROBB: Yes, that is corxect. The next paragraph
mar ked "O0", as I got it, reads, "Well, I will tell you one
thing. I have known of two or three cases, and I think two
of the men were with me at Los Alamos." Did you get that?

MR. GARRISON: Yes,

MR, ROBB: "They are men who are very cbsely
asscciated with me.”

MR, GARRISON: Correct,

MR. ROBB: Then the next large paragraph marked "0",
reads as I got it in the third and fowth lines, "There are
a lot of people that don't feel very friendly to Russia"
instead of "toward the Russians”. Did you get that?

MR. GARRISON: I did.

MR. GRAY: It is"a lot of people.who don't feel
very friendly".

MR, RCBB: Yes, sir,

MR, GARRISON: That is right,

MR, ROBB: In the last paragraph on thatpage, as

I got it, it reads, "Of course, the actual fact is that since

it 1S not a communication which ought to be taking place,
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it is treasonable, but itwis not presented inmn that method,”

MR. GARRISON: RightAfter that word "method" 1
had some words --

MR, ROBB: That didn't come through, Yes, sir.
"It i85 a method of carrying out a policy which was more or
‘@ess a policy of the government and the form in which it
came was that an interviéw be arranged with this man Eltenton
who had very good contacts with a man from the Embassy
attachad to the consulate who was a very reliable guy, and
who had a Lot of exporience in microfiilm work or whatever."

MR, GARRISON: Th#% "or whatever™, I would like to
have it played again. 1 think there was another word or two
after the word ''whatever",

MR, ROBB: 1 thipk so, but I didmn't get it, "In
nicrofilm work"™ and also after the word givenm there were two
or three words that I didn't get,

(Recording)

"a policy which was more or less a policy of the
government, and the form inm which it came was that could an
interview be arranged with this man Eltenton, who had very
good contacts with a man from the Embassy, attached to the
consulafe, who was a very reliable guy, that is his story,
and who had a lot of experience in microfilm work, or
whatevor.

"Pash, 1 may be getting back to a little systematic




picture" --

MR, ROBB: Will you stop there? Mr,'Garrison, 1
den't know whether you got it the way I did, but 1 thought
I heard¢ ''who was a very reliable guy", a kind of
parentlketical story, "That is his story."

MR. GARRISON: Yes,

DR, CRPENHEIMER: After "whatever'" it said "the hell",

MR, ROBB: Thank vou,

MR. GARRISON: "a lot of experience in microfilm
werk, or whatever the hell.,”

MR. ROBB: Dr. Oppenheimer is certainly the best
expert on his own volice,

MR, GRAY: 1In the next paragraph when he plays
tkat, I think the word "two" right in the middle, on the
tcp of page 4, "two are down there' should be "who'", Will
ycu play that again?

(Recq?ding)

"Pash., Well, now I may be getting back to a little
systematic picture, but do you mind. These people whom you
mentioned, who were down there with you now, were they
ccntacted by Eltenton?

"Oppenheimer: No,

"Pash: Tﬁrough another party?

"Oppenheimer: Yes,

"Pash, Well, now, could we krnow through whom that




contact was made?

"Opperheimer: 1 think it would be a mistake" --
MR, ROBB: 1 still got a "two'.

MR, GARRISON: I thought it was "who."

DR, EVANS: I thought it was "who',

{Recording)

a@ma peccle whon you menticned, wao were
dowrn with ywou now, were they contacted by Eltentomn direct?

"Opperheimar; Mo,

A "Pash: Through another party?

YOppenheimers; Yead.

"Pash. Well, now, could we lknow thrcugh whom that
contact was made?

"Oppenheimery 1 think it would be & mistake" --

MR, ROBB: I don’% knowé

CR. EVANS: I would 1like to know how many of us
thought it was "who" and how many thought it was "two', 1
thought personally it was "who'.

¥R, GRAY: Let us make this the last tims,

{Rocording)

"I may be geiting back to a little systemzstic
fpicture here, buit do you wind? These people whe you
mentioned, two are down there with you now, were thaey
contacted by Eltenton direct?

Y ey aimor: No.




"Pash, Through another party?

"Oppenheimar: Yes,

"Pash, Well, now, could we know through whon

that contact was made?

"I think it would be a misteke" --

¥R, GRAY: Mr, Morgan thinkgs it is "two" and 1
ceuld £1lip a coin,

MR, ROBB: I don't know that it is terribly
important,

¥R, GARRISON: I don't know, Mr, Chairman,

MR, ROBB: Why don't we put "who?" and "two?"
in the tramscript. 1Is that all right, Mr. Garrison?

MR, GARRISON: It is all right with me., I would
rote also there are soms words after systematic picture
indicated by the dots that don't appear.

¥R, ROBB: That is something like, "getting back
to a little systematic picture, if you don't mind".

MR, GARRISON: Something like that. I would observe
that those are the first dots we héve seen in this transcript
although we have all agreed that there are some words and
passages that don't appear in quite a number of places,

MR, ROBB: A1ll right.

{Recording)

"I think I have told you where the initative came

ffrom and that the other things are almost purely acc¢idental,




ard it would imnvolve people who ought not to be invoived in

this.

"Pash: Yes, Well, this would not involve the people

but it indicates to us Elterton’'s chaanel. We would have to
now that this is definite or Eltenton, and we of course
naturally -

"Oppenheimer: It is not definite in the sense that
I have seen hiwm do the thing.

"2ash, No,

"Oppenheiner: He wmay have bezen misguoted,

"2ash, That is right.

"Oppenrheimer: 1 cdon't believe sa. Now,

Eltenton is a wmember of the FAECT., Whether or not --

"Pash: That is the union?

"Dppenheimer: That is the CIO. He B a man whose
sypathies are certainly very far left, whatever his
affiliations, and he may or may notft have regular contacts
with a political group. 1 doubt it. In any case, it is a
safe thing to say that the chanmels that would be followed
in this case are those invoiving people who have generally
bzen sympathetic to the Soviet and somehow donnected
paripherally with the Communist movement in this country.
That 's obvious., 1 domn't need to tell you that,

"Pash, Yes., The fact is this second contact --

the contact that Eltenton had to make with these other people




is that persomn also a member of the Project?

"Oppehheimer: No,

"Pash, That alsc is an outsider?

"Onpenheiner: It's a wember of the faculty, but not
¢f the project,

"Pash, A wember of the faculty here? Eltenton
wade it through a member of the faculty to the project,

"Oppenheimer: As far as I know, these appirsaches
were -- thers may have been more than one person involved,

I don't know.

"Pash: Here's how I feel about this leftist inclina-
tion. I think that whether 2 man has 'left' or 'right’
inclinations, it is his character which is back of it --
if he is willing to do this, it doesn’'t make any difference
what his indlinations arxe., It is based on his character
primarily and not --

"Oppenheimer: Yes. A thing like this going on,
let us say, with the Nazis would have a somewhat different
color, I don't mean %o say it would be any more deserving
of attention or any more dangerous, but it would involve
probably different wmotives.

"Pash; Yes.

"Oppenheiner: Im pretty sure that none of the
guys here with the possible exception of the Russian, who is

doing probably his duty by his country -— but the other guys
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that were just -- they didn't do anytting, but they were
considering the step which they would have regarded as
thoroughly in line with the policy of this government, and
just making up for the fact that there were a couple of guys
in the State Department who would block such communications.‘
You may or may not know that in many projects we share
information with the British and some we do not, and there
wa= a great deal of feeling about that and I don’'t think
that the igsues invelved here seem to people very different
except that of course the people on the project rezlize the
importance and the whole procedure getis away from ®hen,

"Pash: Now, do you feel"--

{End of the recording.)

MR. ROBB: I noticed a few ninor corrections, but
none I think that is worth talking about, wunless Mr.
Garrison hus some.

MR, GRAY: ¥ have one that ma& be minor, but
perhaps it should be noted. In the paragraph that the CIO
union, in the fourth line, I believe that the language was
"a safe thing to say that the channels that would be followed
in this case" instead of '"to be followed". ﬁid you get that?

MR, ROBB: I didn't get that, Did HMr, Garrison
get that?

1R, GARRISON: Nc, Mr, Marks said he did, Ve

accept that., Could I in the same parggraph note that after
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the words "I doubt it" by Mr, Oppenheiumer, Ileard an
interjection by Mr, Pash, saying, "Here is the way 1 feel
about this case”, and then it carries on with Mr, Oppenheimer
saying, "It is a safe thing to say."”

ME, EOBB: I think that is true,

ME, GARRISON: I wmention tha’ because here is the
word "cxse" which i put in Dy. Cppenhoimer’s mouth which
~in fact came from My. Pash, I domn't think it alters the
substance,

ME, ROBE: 1 think Dr., Oppenheimsr did use the word
"case', It apbeared that Ccleonel Pash, interrupting Dr,
Oppenheimer and Dr, Oppenheimer keeping or talking, 1
heard Dr., Oﬁpenheimer's voice saying, "In abhy case",
although I don't know that it is imporuant,

ME, GARRISON: You heard the word "case" twice,

ML, ROBB: Yes.

MR, GARRISON: You heard the word '"case" agéin?

ME, EOBB: I thought I did, ves. Do you want
to play it over again?

{(Recording)

"He may have been misquoted,.

"Pash: That is right,

"Oppenheimer: I con’t believe so. Now Eltenton is
a wember of the FAECT. Whether or not --

"pPagsh: That is the union -~-
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"Oppenheimer: That is the CIO union., He is a man
whose sympathies are certainly very far left, whatever
his affilisticn is, and he may or may not bave regular
contacss with a political group. I doubt it,

"Pash: Here is the way I fee,

"Cppenheimer: In any case, it is a safe thing to
say that the channels that will be followed in this case are
those invoiving people who have generally been sympathetic to
the Soviet --"

MR, ROEBB: I don't know who said it, Mr., Garrison,

MR, GRAY: It is my impression that there was an
interruption by Colonel Pash; and Dr. Oppenheimer did say "In
any case, it is a siafe thing”. 1 don't know %that it is
important.

MR, ROBB: X don't thipnk it is important.

IR, GRAY: 1 do think there are two things 1 should
point up ir the fifth paragraph, abom:fhe middle of that
paragraph, where I believe Dr. Oppenheoimer said, "might block
such communications" rather than "would".

MR, ROBB: Yes, I heard thawu, too.

MR, GARRISON: Yes, Mr. Chailrman.

MR, GRAY: 1In the last line of that paragraph, I
don't think the words'gets away from them" are correct,

The word '"gets" is not oorrectly transcribed, but I can't

tell what it was,
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MR, GARRISON: That whole lgst lime to me is

rather idistinct, There were some words that don't appear
and 1 don't yuite get the s3nse of it,

MR, ROBB: I don': either, ¥r. Garrison, but I
don't think it is terribly important.

MR, GARRISON: Mr, Cheirman, I would just make this
suggestion perhaps in view of the time pressure under which
we are all laboring., Possibly the Chairman in order %o
save the time of the Board would think it appropriate that
w2 might make an arrangewen’ with counsel on the other
side to continue this playing at scime time that would not
take up the time of the Boaxd, and briag to ths Board and
reaad into the record apy chenges that we agree upon, I
think we probably would have no difficalty in doing that, I
don't press that.

MR. RCBB: That might be possible, unless the
Board wishes to participate in this,

ME, GRAY: 1 am scrry to engage in a time consuming
procedure, Mr, Garrison, but I a® inclineé¢ to think that if
there are to be any changes im the record, the Board
regrettably met  hear them., I am sorry about the delay
involved.

(Recording)

"Fash: Do you feel that would affect -- and there

could be continued attempts now to establish this type of




contact?

"Oppenheimer: 1 haven't any idea.

"Pash, You haven't any idea?

"Oppenheimer: As 1 say, if the guy that was here
may by now be in some other town and all that I would
have in mind is this., 1 understood that this man %0 whom 1
feel a sense of responsibiliiy, Loman:i.ﬁzp and I feel it for
two reasons., OCne, ke is doing work which he stariaed and
which he ought to continue, and second, since I more ér iess
made a stir about itwhen the guestion cane up, that this man

indiscresy
may have been/in circles which would lead to trouble,
That is tho only thing that I have to say. I don't have any
doubt that people often approached him, with whom he
has contacted, 1 wmean whom he saes, might feel it their duty
if they got word of something, 66 let it go further and
+hat is the reason why 1 fesl quite sirongly that association
with the Communist movement is not compatible with the job
on a sscret war project, it is just that the two loyalties
cannot go,

v”Pash: Yes. Well --

"Oppenheimer: That ié not an expression of political
opinion, I think that a lot of very brilliant and
thoughtful people have seen somsthing in the Communist
movement, and that they maybe belong there, maybe it is a gocd

thing for the country, They hope that it doesn't belong on




the war project.

"Pash: 1 get your point, I don't want to Seem to
vou insistent. I want to agasinm I think explore the possibility
of getiing the name of the person om the faculty. I will
tell you for what reason, Not for the punpose of taking
him to task ir any way whether it is unofficially, officially,
or openly cr what, but to try to see Eltenton's mzthod of
approach, You may not agree with me, but I can ascure you
that that is one of the more important steps.

"Oppenheimer: 1 have to take the following points
of view: I think in menticning Eltenton’s name 1 subsequently
said aboutthe man that I think that he may be acting in a
way which is dangerous to this country, and which should be
watched, 1 am anot going to mention the name of anyone in the
same breath, even if you say that you will make a distinctiorn,
I just can't do that, because in tﬁe other cases, I am
convinced from the way in which they handled the thing that
they themselves thought it was a bad »dusiness.

"Pagh: These other people, yes, I realize, But
here i the point, Doctor; if that man is tfying to make
other contacts for Eltenton.

"Oppenheimer: Yes,

"Pash, You see, it would take us some time to
try to --

"Oppenheimer: My honest opinion is that he probably
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iSm't, that he ran into him at a party and they saw each
other or something and Eltenton said, Do you suppose you
could help me, This‘is a vary <erious thing, because we

know that important work is going on here, and we think

this ought to be availadle to our allies, and would you see
if any of those guys are willing to help us fitith it, and then
it wouldn't have to bd S0 much,” {Inaudible.)

LR, EVANE: There was on2 place there, 'net for
the purpose of taking him to task in any way, whether 1t be
unofficially, officially or openly,"

ME, GARRISON: Yes,

¥ME. ROBB: I think one of the more important
steps Colonel Pash said, one of the mest important sSteps.
Did you get that?

ME, GARRISON: I didn’t have it.

MR, SILVERMAN: Yéso

MB . ROBB: There was an overriding remark of Dr,
Cppenheimer in which he'said, "l understand that."” Did you
gent leen catch that?

MR, GARRISON: Yes,

MR, MARKS: Yes, The wordrsubsequently"l under-
stood uasessentidly.”

¥R. GARRISON: Yes. '"Subseqguently" should read
"essentially" in the next pamagraph. "I think in mentioning

Eltenton's name 1 essentially séid about the man".
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MR, ROEB: I didn't get that,
MR, GARRISON: In the paragraph at the top where
he said that is not an expr=gsion of political opinion, I
think a lot of very brilliant and thoughtful people have
seen something in the Commuaist movement, and that they maybe
belong there,and that maybe it is a good thing for the country.
VB, ROBE: I think so. I thbought I heard instead
of "they hcpé it doesn’'t belong', "I hope it doesn't belcng
on the war project.” Did you get that?
MR, GARRISON: 1 didn%.
MR, SILVERMAN: It was very indistinct,
MR, ROBB: 1 think it was "I".
MR, GARRISON: 1 heard some words after '"war projocti"
that I couldn't get. Also, some of the words in the next

Pash paragraph st the end after ome of the more important

steps,
ME. ROBB: Most important steps, >
‘Wea, GARRISON: HMest,
MR. ROBB: Dr. Oppenheimsr said "I understand” after
that,

MR. GARRISON: Yes. Then ipstead of "I have to
take", it is "I wish"-- did you get that -- 1 understand
that, but I we to take the following point, That is already
your correction, |

MR, RQﬁB: Yes.
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MR, GRAY: Are there any other suggestions about
that portion? 1 have no more, Will you proceeﬂ,‘Mr.
Rathman, °

(Recording.)

"pash, Wers these two people you mentioned, were
they contacted at the same time?

"Oppenheimear: They were contacted within a weok of
each other. |

"pash, They were contacted at two different times..

"Oppenheimer., Yes, but not in each othexr's
presence,

"pash, That ig right. And ther from what you
first heard, there is somecne else who probably still rewmains
here who was contacted as woll.

"Oppenheimer: 1 thionk that is true.

"pPacsh, What I am driving at is that there was a
plan, at least for some length of time, to make these
contacts -- and we may not have known all the contacts,

“Oppenheimer: That is certainly true. That is
why 1 mentioned it. If I knew all about it, then I would
say forget it. I thought it would be appropriate to call to
your attentior the fact that these channels at one time
existed.

"Pash, Yes.

"Oppenheimer. I really think that I am drawing a




line in the right place.

"Pash, You see, you understand that I am sSort of --
you picture me 2s a blcood housd on the trail and that I
am trying to get out of you everythimg I possibly can,

"Oppenheimer: That is your duty to a cexriain exteni.

"Pash, You scee what 1 mean,

"Oppenheimer: It is ©lso my duty not to implicate
these people,acquaintances, or colleagues of whose
position I am absolutely certair -- mysaelf and my duty is to
protect them,

"Pash. Oh, yes.

"Oppenheimer: If I thought that -- 1 won;t say it --
it might be slightly off.

"Pash: Well, then, here's anmother point, Doctor,
if we find that in making these various contacts that we get
some informwation which would lead us to believe that certain
of these men may have either considered it or still are
considering it, wmind you, I do not even know these men,
so it can't be personal,

"Cppenheimer: No. Well, ncone of them that I had
anvthing to do with enmnlcomsidered it. They were just upset
about it. They have a feeling toward this dountry and have
signed the =spionage act; they feel this way about it for I think
that the intermediary between Eltenton and the project, thought

it was the wrong idea, but said that this was the situation,
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1 don't thiak he supported it. 1In fact, I know it,

"Pash, He made»about at least three contacts that
we know of.

"Oppenheimer: Well, I think that's right, yes,

"Pash; And two of those confacts are down there,

That mears we can asgume at least that there is one of thass
men contactad still on the project hers.

”Dpp@nh@immrﬁ Yoo, I belieye that this =man has gonpe
or is schedualed to go to Site X,

"Pash, This third wan?

"Oppenheimer: 1 think so,

"Pash; Well, why can't you cross that line. I
certainly appreciate this wmuch,.

"JOppenheimer: 1 think itis a thing you ought to know,

"Pash: Oh, no doubt.

"Oppenheimer: I think i¢ is probably one o those
sporadic things and I do not think -- I have no way of thinking ..
it was systematic but I got from the way it was handled, which
was rather loosely, and frankly if I wsre an agent I would
not put wmuch confidence inpeople who are loose-mouthed or
casuaio”

MR, GRAY: Are thore any observations about that
portion of the transcript? )

DR, EVANS: The word "Oppenheimer™ was after

"Doctoxr'.
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MR, GARRISON: The s8ixth paragraph, "Dr, Oppenheimer:
I really think I am drawing a line in the right place,”
That phrase "a 1line in the right blace" I didn’t get.

MR, ROBB: Something zbout a line.

MR, GARRISON: Something about it.

MR, ROBB: 1If he plays it over enough, it will
come out in the right place, but I don't know, I have nct
played it over enough, Do you want ¢ o play it again?

MR, GARRISON: I don't think so, unless we find
somethign more difficult. I just want to say I didn't even
get it.

MR, ROBB: I think in the paragraph belowthat
where it says, "It is also uy Jduty tot to implicate these
people, acgquaintances, or colleagees’™ and SO on, -~ I
thin% the and so om is corrsct,

MR, GARRISON: That is correct, And after the
people "and who are",

MR, ROBB: I think so,.

MR. GARRISON: There are some indistinct words in
Mr., Pash's previous two Sentences at the end., Then coming
down, '"Dr., Oppenheimer: If I thought that -- I won't say it --
it might be slightly off, and some indistinct words.

MR. ROBB: That is right. |

MR, GARRISON: Then the next paragraph, "They were

upset about it”..
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¥R, ROBB: That i3 right.

Mi, GARRISON: Then some indistinct words followed

that.

MR, ROBB: 1 thiunk so.

MR, GRAY: On that paragraph --

NR. GARRISON: All the rest of it Seemed to me just
fuzzy.

Fe, GRAY: The word "even", .1 think, was not in

Fad

that puragrsph in the first line. While none of them that I
had anythirg to do with considered it; they were just upset
about it, is the way I heard it,

¥E, GARRISON; Yes,

¥R. ROBB: Do you want that paragraph played again?

NE, GARRISON: I am not sure it would do any good.

¥R, ROBB: Let us try it.

{Recording.)

"Pash: Certain ¢f these men may have considered
it or are £till copsddring it (mind you, I don’t even kuow
these men, so it can't be psrsonal).

"Oppenheimer: None of these that I had anything
to do with even considered it.

"Pash, Yes,

”Oppemh?imer: They just were upset about b, They
have a feeling toward this country and have sigrned the

espionage act; they feel this way about it for I think that'
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the intermediary between Eltenton and the Projoct, timght it
was the wrong idea, but said that this was the situation,
I don't think they sppportec it., In fact, I know i,

"Pash: He made about at least three contacts that
#a kpow of."

M, ROUBB: Mr., Garsisan, I got "have a feoling”,.
"espionsge act', "intermediscry batween Eltenton and'ﬁhe
Project thaught it wes wrong idea," "wae the gisuation” and
there are some words in between there that are indistinct,
Is that the way you heard it?

ME, CARRISON: More or less, 1 am frank to say I
would nct feel confident.

ME. ROBB: I did heard "interwediary”,

ME, GARRISON: 1 heard that.

ME. ROBB: '"Project'and "wrong idea”, "I don't thiak
he suppeocrted it. In fact, I kpnow it."” 1 heard that.

ME, CGARRISON: Yes.

ME, ROBB: Perhaps it is mot too important.

MF., GARRISCN: Now, on the next pége, the third and
fourth paragraghs, "This third man?"” '"That is right.”

7 am mot quite sure of that,

ME. ROBB: Shall w2 have it zgain?

MR. GARRISCN: Yes,

TRecording)

"Pash: He made about at least three contacts that
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we know of,

"Opperheimar: I think that's right, yes.

"Dash, And two o7 these contacts are down there,
That meaps we csn assume at least thers is one of thesc men
contactad s3ill on the project.

"Cppeuheimer: Yes, i believe that this wan has
gone or is scheduled to go to Site X,

"egsh: This third man?

"Oppenheimer: I thhk so.”

MR, ROBB: All right., Mr., Garrison?

MR, GARRISON: 1 heard the words "This third man”.
1 heard some indistinct words at the end of the preceding
sentence, "That is rightV 1 didn't hear.

MR, ROBB: That is unguesticnably there, Will you
pley it again?

(Recording.)

"Pash: This third man?

"Oppenheimer: I think so.,”

MR, ROBB: That is right,

MR, @ARRISON: 1 heard something like picture.

¥R, ROBB: I think that is the picture.

MR. GARRISON: Sonething like that.

¥R, ROBB: It could be,

ME, GARRISON: Why don't we pass it?

ME, ROBB: One thing, Mr, Chairman. I noticed on




the other page.

MR, GARRISON: Could 1 have it once again,

{Recording.)

"{es, i beliéve that this man has gone, or is
scheduled to go to Site X,

"Pasgh: This third wan?

"Oppenheimer: 1 think soo;

MR, SILVERMAN: 1 thought he said, "I think so."

MR, GARRISON:i It sounded this time moxre 1like, JI
think so."” I really just don't know.

MR, GRAY: It would appear, would it not, whether
Dxr. Oppenheimer said, "That is right", or "That is th
picture”, or "I think so", that he was not indicating disagrec-
ment with Col.onel Pash at that point?

MR. GARRISON: I would take that to be do,

MR. ROBB: Mr, Chairman, I did notice one thing in
the record., It mentions on page 7 of the transcript on the
fourth line from the top, as I heard it, it reads, "What I
am driving at is that wmeans that there was a plan."”

DROVEVANS: 1 thought it was "is", It doesn't
matter at all,

MR, ROBB: Did you get that, Mr. Garrison?

MR, GARRISON: No.

MR, ROBB: Youdon}t want to hear that again?

MR . GARRISON: No,
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MR, ROBB: You won't agree on that?

MR. GARRISON: I don't think it is important enough.to
play again,

DZ, AVANS: I domn’'t, either,

MR, RCBB: A1l right .

MR, GRAY: Are we raady to proceed with the next
portion?

(Mocording)

"I would not think that this was a vary nighly
organized or very well put together plan but 1 don't know and
1 was wvery wuch afraid when 1 heard of Lomanitz' indiscretion
that it might very well be serious, 1 hope that isn't the
case.

"Pash: You mentioned that tais man may be a mmmber
of the FAECT. Lo you think, és a representative of the‘
organization, he would sort of repfesent their attitude or
do you think he is doing that individually?

"Oppenheimer: OCh, the FAECT is quite a big union

and has all sorts of people in it. I am pretty sure and I
dorn't think it is couceivable that he could be representing
the attitude of the union --
“Pash: Well , 1 don't kpow emnough about it to --
"Oppenheimer: I thimk that -- well, 1 don’'t know,

I think at one time they had a strong branch up at the

3hell Development Research Laboratories, the FAECT, and 1
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believe it is the union which has got organized or the Hill,
QJo%nscm Yes, it has been arcund for some time,

"Pash: This wan Bltenton is a scientist?

"Oppenheimzr: 1 dor't know., I would guess he is
some sort of a chemical engineer,

"Pash: Would he be in a position to understand the
informatior furnished him?

"Oppenheimer: I don't know that either, It would
depend on how well it was furnished. I mean he has sonme
scientific training and certainly if you sat déwn with him
and took a little time. My view about this whole damn thing,
tﬁ.course, is that the information we are working on is
probably krowr to all the governments that care to £ind out,
Tie informatior about what we are doing is probably of no use
becauwse it is s0 damn complicated, 1 don't -~ I mean 1
don't agree that the secuiity problem on'this project is a
bitter ome, because if one means by the security probleuw
preventing information of technical use to another country
from escaping. But I do think that the inteﬁsity of our
effort and our concern of the international investment
involved -- that is information which might alter the course
of the other governménts, and I don’'t think it would have
any effect on Russig {(ivnaudible). It might have a very big
effect on Germany, and I am convinced about that and that is

as everyone else is.




"Pash: Oh,

"Oppenkeimer To‘give it roughly what we're after
and I think they don't need to know the technical details
because it they were going to do it they would do it in a
different way -- they wouldn't take our methods -- they
couldn't because of certain geographical differemnces, so I
think the kind of thing that would do the greatest damage if
it got out would just be the magnitude of the problem and
of the time schedules which we think we have of that kind.

"Pash: To answer your dquestion -- Eltenton géwyou
were picking a man which would be an intermediary he
wouldn't be a bad choice, I would wmention he had some kid
of chemical engineering job in Russia. He was trained in
England, also in Russia four or five years and things like
that. Does he speak Rusgian, do you know?

"Oppenheimar: 1 don't know. I don't know. He
speaks with a slight English accent.

"Pash: 1If it is necessary would you mind and
would it interfere with your work if I would have --

MR. ROBB: Myxr, Chairman, I know the paragraph
markgd "P" in this transcript on page 9 about a third of
the way down is actually Dr., Oppedieimer speaking, '"To apnswer
your question'" and so on, Col.onel Pash made some
iﬁﬁerruption and then Dr, Oppenheimer continued. Did you get

that?
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MR. GARRISON: No, 1 didn't,

MR, RCBB: Page 9, '"To answer your question -- Elten-
ton if you were picking a masn which would be an intermediary
he wouldn't be a bad choice.,"” That is cbviously Dr,
Oppenheimer,

MR, GARRIéCN: Dr. Oppenheimer's volce does come in
there,

MR, ROBB: That is Do, Oppenheimer speaking there
and not Colonel Pash.

"MR. GARRISON: I am not sure the words 'To
answer your question” --

MR, ROBB: Could we play that?

MR, GRAY: Before wae play it back, let me make a
couple of other observations,

In the first paragraph on this page, the fifth
line from the end of th; paragraph,'and our concern of the"
"national” imvestment involved', rather than the’international"
investment°
ME., ROBB: Yes, sir,
ME, GARRISON: Our concern with, I think it was
also, v

ME, GRAY: Yes,.

ME., GARRISON: And some words after the word
"escaping” that were indistinct, and before the woxrd "but',

ME. EOBB: I think so,
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MR, GARRISCON: And the dots after the word ”Russia"
contained somé words.

MR. GRAY: Would you play that portion again?

MR. ROLANDER: The last third,

M. GARRISCN: Before we do that, perhaps Qe could
make one or two obsarvations so that we can be listening to it,

MR. GRAY: Yes,

ML, GARRISON: 1In the next Oppenheimer paragraph,
there are some indistinct ®ords to begin with, and "to give
it roughly”, 1 thought it read "To give the Russiaus" or
"To give to Russia."”

MR, ROBB: 1t could be.

MR. BARRISON: And I think they don't -- that
seemed to me fuzzy.

MR. GEAY: Let us listen to that again.

{Recording)

"(inaudible) it might have a very big effect on
Germany, and I am convinced about that and that is ds everyone
else is.

"{inaudible) And 1 think they don't need to
know the technical details, because if they were going to do
it, they would do it in a different way. ‘hey wouldn't take
our methods (inzudible) so I think the kind of thing that

would do the greatest damapw if it got out would just be the

magnitude of the problem and of the time schedules whik we
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think we have, that kind of thing.

To answer your question, Eltenton --

"Pasa: Uh huh,

.‘"Gppenheim@r: To answer your question -- Eltenton

if you were piching a man to be an intsrmediary would not
be a bad choice., He hal some kind of chemical engineering
job in Russia, He was %rained in England,he wag in Bussia
for four or five years (inaudible)

"Pash., Does he speak Russiaa, do you know?

"Jpperheimer: I don't know. (inaudible) with a
slight English accent.” .

MR, ROBB: Mr. Garrison, did you catch that now?
that the "P' paragraph should be really Dr., Cppenheimer?

M2. GARRISON: Yes.

DA, EVANS: And that is"rougily"” and not "Russia"?

M3, ROBB: I think it is.,

MR, GEAY: I think in that paragraph the language
"He was traiuned in Epgland, was in Russia four or five years,"”
rather than "also in Russia.

MR, ROBB: I got it "and in Russia",

MR, GRBAY: 1t does make a little difference to say
he was trained in Russia or was in Russia.

MR, SILVERMAN: I heard it the way the Chairuwan did.

DR, EVANS: So did 1.

ME, EOBB: Was in Russia.
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MR, GRAY: He was trained irn England, was in
Russia four or five years,

In the preceding paragraph, in the interests of
grammar, I think actually what Dr, Oppenheimer said at the
end of that paragraph,''and of the time schedules which vwe
have, that kind of thing", this is very unimportant.

¥, ROBB: “which we have —-. that kind of thing."”

MR, GARRISON: Mr, Chairman, I wonder if wo might
take a five mipnute recess. We have a very serious problem
about our witmesses, Dr. Bethe is here in town ready to
testify. £o is Myx. Gordon Dean, Dr. Kennen is hore from
out of town., Dr. Buckley, vou remember we talked akout last
week, is here. Dr, Fisk is here from Mew York, and Goneral
Osborne is also here. 1 just at this point don’'t know what
to suggest. Obviously if we go through this at the rate we
arg, it will consume most of the rest cof the morning and
some of this testimony will be quite of considerable length
and I think quite important to the Boardc 1 know it would
be infarﬁaiive “o the Board.

MR, GRAY: I would like to ask the Board members
a question about 2 ruling that you mavy recall 1 made eariier
about the necessity for us to hsar with counsel the
remainder ©f this tramscript. My reaction was that, as I
stated, 1f{ there wore to be any changes, we should hear the

discussion, but it does occur to me a’ter having thought
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about it , if counsel agree, there is po problem, 1In the
event there is disagreement and it seems to be a material
matter, then perhaps we should hear those portions about
which there is disagreement. I would want to make sure that the
Board would agree with ﬁhat‘diff@rent kind of ruling on that
guesticn,

MQO AORGAN :  Yas,

MR, GRAY: 1Is that all right, Dr, Evans?

DR, BVANS: 1 was certainly in accord with you
that we ought 30 go over this thing together, but if it is
pecessary, I shall agree to do it the other way.

MR, GRAY: 1 am sure that counsel will be diligent,
To the extent that counsel can agree, I think it would
appear to bes pretty ciear amd'if you cannot, perhaps we
éhall have to hear the disputed portions. Is that satisfactory
to you?

MR, RCBB: Yes, sir, I might suggest that in view of
the fact that we will be changing our methods of operation as
it were, I Tt hink we ought %o attempt to get a complete
transcript on which we can agree, so it will be all set out
at one part of the record because the record will be
hard to undarstand,

MR, GARRISON: I think it is impoftant that the
record indicate what has taken place.

MR. ROBB: Yes.
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MR, GARRISON: 1 thinkwe should agree and
stipulate on the changes we should make and bring that back
to the Board for its approval and incorporation in the record,
and that ths whole document in its original form should go
in the record.

MR, ROBB: Mr, Chairmzn, I might say I also think
that the Lansdale transcript should also be set up in the
record at the some time. 1 don't think theye is any need
to read that, because couns2l has had it and has read it,.

Mr. Lansdale testified about it on Friday.

ME, GARRISON: 1 would like whemn we have time to
read it into the record, because there are some comaenis,

Mr. Chairman, that I would like to make about some passages in
it as wve go along. I think the trascript as a whole gives a
rather fresh impression, and rather a different one of the
whole interview, There are some things in it that are really
quite worth a moment of thought as we go along. Not for

the purpose of correction, but for the purpose af illustrating
what I think’tobk place.

MR; ROBB: Mr. Chairman, 1 have some guestions as
to whether counsel should read a transcript and at the same
time meke an argument about it. It seems to me that the
transcript ought to be before the Board for such use as the

Board wants to make of it., I assume that there will be an

appropriate time at the close of these proceedings whan
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counsel can make his argument9

MR. GARRISON: A1l right. I withdraw that, Mr,
Chairman., 3But I would like to have it read, because I think
it is important for the Board tohear it,

M3, GFAY: The Board has read it, 1 assume, ¥Yon
want to réai it aloud?

M3, GARRISON: Yes,

Mi, GBAY: If a request is made for that procedure,
I thipnk we will followit so that it will at the appropriate
time be read., I do not think we ought to interrupt at this
point to read it,

MR, ROBB: No, sir,

MR, GRAY: Let us take a rece2ss in any @ant,

MR, GARRISON: Mr., Chairman, ath the end of the
recess, I think we would be prepared to have Dr. Bethe,

MR. GEAY: A1l right.

{(Brief recess.)

MR, GRAY: Do you wish to testify under oath?
You are not required to do so. |

MR. DEAN: I would be happy to, if that is the
custom.

MR, GERAY: All the witnesses have,

MR. DEAN: I shall be glad to.

MR. GRAY: Would you stand and raise your right

hand. Gordon Dean, do you swear that the testimony you are
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to give the Boarxd skall be the truth, the whole truth and
nothing but the truth, so help you God?

MR, DEAN: I do.

Whereupon

GORDON DEAN
was called as a witness, and having been first duly sworn, was
examinsd and testified as follows:

KR, GRAY: 1% is wy duty, Mr. Dean, to say to you
that in the event that it becomes necessary for yow to discuss
restricted data in your testimory, you should advise the
Chairman of the Board of any such disclosure. We wouid
appreciate your cocperation in tht respsct.

A further observa’tbn I should like to make to you
is that the proceedings and record of this board are regarded
by us &3 strittly confidential between the Commission apd
“its officials and Dr. Oppenheimer ahd his representatives
and assaiates, and that ths Commission will take no
initiative in the public release of any information relating
to these proceedings. 1 think on behalf of the Board, I
express the hope thalt witnesses may take the same attitude
about it.

I think perhaps for the record also that it is my
dﬁty, Mr, Dean, to remind you of the penalties under the
perjury statutes. I should be glad tc read a summary of

those provisionz, but I assume you are thoooughly familiar
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with them.,
THE WITNESS: 1 am familiar with them.
¥R, GRAY: Mr, Garriscn.
DIRECT EXAMINATION

EY MR, GARRISON:

Q Mr. Dean, you are & wmember of Lehman Brothers in
New York?

A 1 am,

Q £nd you served on the Atomic Energy Commission

from May 1949 to June 19437

A That is correct.

Q And you were appointed Cbairmang when was that,
August 19507?

A 1 think it was the latter part of August -- no, thg
early part of August or the last part of July. 1 have for-
gotten the exéct date., It was the summer of 1950,

Q ¥hen did you first bemome acquaingéd with Dr.,
Oppenheimer?

A I had never met Dr,. Oppeuheimef until I came to
the Commission. I met him for the first time when I as a
member of the Commiwxsion wmst with the General Advisory
Committee of which he was then the Chairman,

Q Could you give the Board a general pictmre of the

positive work of the GeneratAdvisory Committee during Dr,

Oppenhoimer's chairmanship, as you saw it., By positive,‘l
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mean wiaat the GAC did tc build up and strengthen the military
position of the country.
A I assume that some of thié nay be repetitious.

The General! Adviscory Committee was established by law., The
members were appecinted by the President. They selected their
own chairmen, This was the way in which Dr. Oppechaeimer,
having once been appointed by the President, was made
chairman of that committee.

They used to meet about every month and a half to
two monthsn I think the minimum requirement was four times a
year, but they wmet much more frequently than that. They
sometimes have special called meetings so that they would
get together on occasions as much as perhaps threc weeks

apart if the occasion justified it.

They also worked thro gh subcommittees of the
General Advisory Committee. There was one on weapons,
The General Advisory Committee is essentiaily a committeq
of senior scientific people. There wore a few exceptions,
There were from time to time outstand.ing businesswmen on it.
But primarily it is g senior scientific advisory group
to the bommissinn, and so specified in the law.

They have been very active. They were every moment
from‘the time I went on the Commission., It was a very
important committee and contributed very much in guidancevto

the Commission on very difficult problems that we had,



particularly scisentific problems,

Q Vhat was the attitude of the coumitfiee under De,
Oppenheimer 's chairmanship with respect to the expansion of
our atomic facilities?

A in every case -- and I wightsay this to give you
just 2 little bit of history -- the Atcmic Energy Commission
underwant & serie: of expapsions cf its facilities., By
expansions, I mean this: The design, the construction, and
the putting into operation of large reactors, such as those
out at Hanford, to prdduce plutonium on tritium or other
products. The ozpansion of the large gasseous diffusion
plants which gives you your uranium 335, TIn other words, when
you are talking about facilities, you are talking about
facilities which give you the two component parts of a weapon,
the plutonium and U-235 fissionable muterial,

411 of these expansions were blessed by the General
Advisory Committee. 1 know of no instance where there was
an expansion program beginniog with the summexr of 1949 when
wéuant into building a new gasseous diffusion plant at Oak
Ridge, up until the latest big expansion of 1933, which was
a three billion dollar expansion progirapy I know of po instance .
when the expansion program was not thoroughly backed by
the Genera’. Advisory Committee and heartily backed.

Q Did they help to suggest and initiate expansion

programs?
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A This 1 would alwost have to go back and refer to
the minutes of weetings to tell you whkere an expansion
progran initiates. 1¢ is vary hard to put your finger on
it. A need arises, and there are many huddles. Probably
the records would show that some had criginated with the GAC |
but on this 1 am not sure. We certaicly consulted wih them
each time vher we were thinking of ar expansion program. They
alwaw blesced it.

e You spoke of the Weapons Suvhcowmittoe, Was Dx.
Oppenheimer a wombeyr of that?

A I think he was a wmember of the Weapomns Subcommittee
the eniire time I was on the Commission. He was cexrtainly
very active in it, §t was the most mctive.committea of the
GAC, 1 should say this so far as the GAC and weapcns arve

concerned: I would thipk that at least S0 pew cent, and

perhaps much more of its time was speont in the wapons £field.
There was far more interest on the part of GAC on the
weapon: prugraﬁ at Los Alawos and the production of fissionable
materinls tham in any other phase,

Q Lo you recall a conversation with Dr, Opperrainer
in the spring of 1950 abtout a bucket of peutrons?

A I do.

Q Cah you say sdmething about the significsmce of
that and of Dr. Oppenheimer's view about what ought to bhe done?

A The reference to neuwtrops  was really a suggestion.



864

He spoke of it in the slang term -- a bucket of neutrons.
What he really meant was that wkat the Commission needed
more than anything else were some reactors ipn which nettrons
could be put to their best use. This was in a sense the
idea behind the Savannah River design and the Savannah

River reazctors, which were dual purpose . 1 am not sure
whather that is clagsified or not, Let us end it thera. Thav
was the reason behind the Savannah River reactors.

It was in the spring of 195C that we were
considering an expansion program which could carry us either
into a stropng A-program or a strong H-program, depending on
what our research'and development prbgram showved.

MR, GEAY: Did you say the spring of 19507

THE WITNESS: The spring of 1950, That is when we
were getting together and wrapping up the kind of expansion
program in order to take care of a stronger A and H program.
This is when we first began to think of how we could
build the Savannah River reactors. It was an entirely new
design. That was put through Congress, as I recall, in the
matter of about 90 days in the late spring and early summer
o 1950,

MR. GRAY: This is before you became a momber of
the Commission,

TEE WITNESS: It begam to be discussed while I

was a wember, and them I had to present the program to the
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Congress in gither the late summer -- it could have bean

early fall of 1358¢C,

Q You bacame a membar of the Commrission in May 1946°?
A Yes, in Hay, 1949,

Hh, GRAY: I bag your pardon, I had the
years confuaed,  ¥You were on the Commission whonall of this
developed.

THE WITNESS: Yes, I am not testifying to anything
I did not so2 or experience myself,
EY ME, GARRISON:
Q Lr, Oppenheimsxr was helpful in connsction with
this strengthening of the program you have desised?
A Always: There wes one big problem that we had
and that waz procisely what kind of design fﬁx the Savapnah
River reactors, and -vhether you optimized them to produce
plutonium or whether you optimized thém for the production of
cther things that looked lizely in the thermonuclear program,
That went back z2nd forth many times, btut it was a gquestion
simply of the economics of buying neutroms, sc to speak,
Q Thoere was a wmaeting in June 1951 at Princeton
in conrection with the H‘bowb program?
A There was. If I could give you a little history
vefore we get to that June neeting, I would like to go back

to the fall of 1949. I think if is necessary to have in the
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back of your mivdbefsre wou talk about this June meeting
in Princetoa; in the fallof 1949, the Russians, we learnad,
this was Sentewber, had exploded their first A bomb, Dr,
Oppenheirer, along with two or three other persons, were brought
in here und2r the anspices, rather joiat, of the Atnnic
Energy Commissicn and the Air Forcd, t> analyze the Rugsian
explosion. Thig they did ard came up with the coaclusioa
thtt there was o guestion but that ths Russians had‘
exploded an A bowmb,

Then the question became one of haviag lost cur
monopoly, if we ever had it, what so we do to intensity
the atomic anergy program ol this oouniry.

Many things were suggested, including bringing in
certain corporations with certain know-how, such as the
duPont company, which was done, and thay did eventually build
the Savannah River reactors.

Work on the thermonuclear weapon, many othexr things,
I can’'t list them all, they can be found in a classified
statement which 1 made before the Joint Committee orn Atomic
Energy in a closed session, If you have occasion to refor
to that, I remewmber being asked the gquestion, "What do you
do now" and I listed about eight orten things.

ME, GRAY: Wbat was the approximate date of that?

TEE WITNESS: This would be in the fall of 1949,

This started quite a discussion§inside the AEC as to what

.

¥
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priority should be given to a thermonuclear weapon.

The only thing tht we knew about ir this field at
that time was one method of approach, which unfortunately
if it is to vemain alassified, 1 cannot describe, but I will
try to do it in unclassified laoguage.

There was one way of approaching the problemn.
Nobody héd avar built such & gadget. Vobody had ever
accumulated onough materials to actually fire a gadget of thig
kind, as it was then though% of. HNevertheless, there was a
feeling on the part of some, including wyself, that an
effort to go into the thermonuclear or fusion field was
sonething that we could not overlook.

Here was a new field. Here was a potential source
of great energy. While we didn't know what the gadget might
look like when we got Yrough, certainly it shculd have a high
priority in the shop. There were others who felt differently
‘This was a matter of much discussion. There were &iscussions
at that tims between the General Advisory ©ommittee and the
Atomic Epergy Commission, !NMost of the General Advisory
Comnittee, all of them, decided that we should not go ahead
under a high priority in the thermonuclear field at that time.

The reasons as I recall them were several, There
was, I think, in the background on the part of some what I
would call a visceral reaction --

MR. RCBB: Pardon me?




THE WITNESS: Visceral, tumwy -- of geing into
a field such as this at this point, when these peoples had
developed an A bomb. They had seen it used successfully,
Cur A bombs were gotiing stronger esvery yesar. OQOur stockpile
was Erowing.

BY MR, GARRISON:

Q Excuse me,
A I am %rving to describe the events of 1848 znd

relate them later to the June meeting.

G I think since we started om this fall of 12498, we
bettar postyons ithe discussion of the Princeton meating, I
asked you aizout thé only Lo give the gensral picture of the
work of the GAC.

A A1l right.

I think it is best we contipue vow. Sincz you

started on this, I think perhaps it is more appropriate aanyway
chroologically ¢o take it, Ave you ncow beginning to describe
the attitudes of the mewmbers of the GAC a2t their October 19249

mesting?

A I am 585 Dest Ixecall them.
Q Then suppose we have it understood that you are

now telling the Bosrd the general anatue of what the GAC
repnrted to the Commission. I would like to go just for a
minute into the gquestinn of the scope of the report of the GAC

to the AEC, and ask you whether in your opinion the GAC
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exceeded its statutory functions or just how vou lcoked upon
the role of the GAC as an adviser to the Commissiorn,

A The GAC used to bs concerrned scmetimes that it
was perhaps exceoeding its strict statutory functions, This
was never too important to me, 1 always felt that if we
could get the disdom of the people whu were on the General
Advisory Commititee, wa should have it. So what their statutory
function as a committee\was was not iwmportant to nme,

In this instance, in the fal of 1949, it was not a
question of anybody exceeding authority. The then Chairman
of the Commission, Mr. Lilienthzl, had asked the General
Advisory Committee very specifically to review this gustion
of whether we should attach a high priority to a thermonuélear
or fusion program. They were asked this guestion, They were
asked to consider it at their meeting which took place in
Cctober 1949.

They di#l comnsider it. I think they considered
little else, I think for about three days, than this issue,
They came in with their report to the effect that they felt
it was a mistake,

The reasons that they gave I suppose appear in the
minutes of the Gemneral Advisory Committee, but we had many
discussions and those don’t appear in the minutes.

The reasons were wmany, I said there was one, a

visceralreaction at first. I £ I am not departing from the
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role of witness, I would like to give yvou my understénding of
éhat reaction,
?hesevwere men who had developed the A-bomb,
Oppenheimer had the big hand in it, as. you know. He also
had a hand in the measures for the intoermational control of
atomic energy, and served on the beard, and was a co-author --
Q By the Board, you mean the Lilienthal panel?
A The Lilienthalmncl which lafier substantially was
turned into the Baruch Plan in the UN. They wore hopeful
at that time that you would not have the world in the
position where you had two gréat powerns simply stockpiling
weapons and no solution to the problem. Conseguently, after
two or three years of rather frustrating dealings with the
Russians, when this proposal of building another bigger one
hit them, as some said, as the answer ‘o our natiomal security,
I think it rather floored them and disgusted them,
They lived tlhwrough the B bomb., They tried to get international
control. If this was the anly answer to the problem, namely,
o building bigger H bombs, this was n¥ a gatisfactory
answer for those people. I think it was a stomach reaction
along those linss,.
I did not agree with it, but I think I can under-
stand it.
Q You are referring to those members of the GAC

who were atomic scientists.
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A That is rvight, and specificelly I would szy to
Oppenhaeimer and alsc to Fermi and others who uat on the
Board and Conant, because they had all been in the program.
There were other reasons, however, bémnd the tumpy reasons
for opposipg it at that tiws., You don't decide to manufacturs
something that has wvever besn lavented, Vothlog had been
inventdd. Yo one had azpy idea what the cost of this thing
would be in terwms of plutomiuvw bombs. As the debaite ov
discussiong wagéd in the fall of 1949, we had so Little
information that it was very diificult tc know whether thic
was the wico thing %o do -- to go after a bomb that wmight
cost usiahywher@ from 20 plutonium bombs up to 80 plutonium
bombs, and ther after two or three yesrs effort find thet i%
didn't work. That wss the kind of problem. So there weyr
some econewics in‘this thing.
There was another reason, This was how much of
z diversiom of Los Alamos -- enevgies, sc@ehﬁific~@nergies,
could vou safely divert to a project which might or might
not mucceed when the ball was rolling so beautifully in your
A bomb program, and we were getting more bang out cf our
fissionablie material, more weapons for the same amount of
fissionable mataerial.
Those were all considerations, There may have been

others in there that 1 have ovemlooked, but those are the

principal ones.
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The unknown quaﬁkity was very much there, You
don't build bombs Dy memoxanda., We could write and discuss
and interchangepapers all night long and still we wore in
the dark on this thing. »
My, Strauss and I at that time felt quite strongly
we nevertheless should embark on this,

Q This is after the GAL report?

A This is after the GAC report. The GAC kad ancther
meeting shortly after the October mseting. I think they came
togethor in a matter of three or four weeks,and as I recall
they reitorated their stand of the Octcber meeting.

The Commission realized -- if 1 can turn from
that now for the chronology -- this was a decision which
could not be and should not be made alome by the Atomic
Energy Commission, It was something that had to be resclved
eventually by the Praesident. He should make it only after
consulting with the Secretary of Deferse and the Secretary of
State. So instead of taking a vote, a vote as such as 1 recall
was Hever taken on this issue -- we did get together and try
to write a paper for the President’s guidance -- we,\as the
Commisssion, in that we attempted to find as manpy things as
we cou’d agree on, premiges that we believed to be true,
and we wrote those down first., Then we wrote down what might
be called a majority report anmd a mipcrity report. Then we

all added individual opinions, So the President coul d have
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averything before him,

The paper was given to the Secretary of State,
the Secretary of Defense, They had a meeting and the
Commission was orderad to go on a high priority therwonuclear
research develomment, and this was donse.

Cnce the President made the decision, I kaow of no
instance whsare it could be said that the members of the
General Advisorv Commitise, or any individual, opposed that

progam. 1 know of many imnstances where they helped it and

&
at grest pains,
This leads me, I think, into the June meeting,
Q Parhaps just before we get there, there was a probled

of recruitment of physicists.

A There wazs 2 problem,

Q After the President’'s go ahead order. Was the GAD,
specifically Dr..Oppenheimer, helpful in that respect?

A The story did come to me once through Dr, Teller
that he was fearful that he would not get much help out of
Dr. Oppenheimer ip this recruitment program. I said to
Dr, Teller, "I think what you should do is go up and ses
Dr. Oppenheimer, and see if he can not give you some help.”
So he ¢id. He went to Princeton, My recollection is -~
I can't give you the exact date on this -- I ¢o recall his
going 10 Princeton and I do recall Dr, Oppenheimer giving him

a list of some 10 or 12 names at least of people he thought
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would be heipful in this program., Teller later advised ne
that these people were all sither at Princeton or the
Advanced Institute, and that he was not able to get any of
them to leave, That is the story on recruitment.

1 did several times in appearing before the
General Advisoxy Committee in the summer of 1250 and the
apring of 1981, ths winter of 195Q, ask them for names of
s0onle that we could gt into tho progrem from universitiss,
from private industry ard s¢ forih, aud some names were givaen
0 me, Sowe we were successful in getting,; others we were
not. I know of do indance, however, where anyone was
discouraged Ifrom working on the progran by Dr. Oppenhsimer,

During the spring and summer of 1950, some rather
striking developments came along in the A bomb program.
Remember our stockpile at that time was not as big as we
would like to have had it. These developments were very
big. 1 think th@;G&C went out to Los Alamos in the summer
of 1950, the weapons committee, and worked with Dxr, Bacher,
who was then on leave from Cal Tech, and spending some time as
a consultant at Los Alamos. Out of this summer's work and it
is hard to credit £f to any one pefa-;cm_.a came Some very
significant developments which as I say lalmost made it possible
to double our stockpile of A bombs. This was happening at
the samz time that the H program looked very discouraging.

Some studies had been made by Dr., Ulam at Los Alamos
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and he ran some samplings which made it look as though an
H bomb built along the lines that were talked about in the
‘ £fall of 1949 just could not be done, or if done it would be
at subh a great cost in A bombs that yﬁu couldn’t pay the
price,

Fi Thae things were happening. The H bomb program
locked bad. Every reéult wos discouraging. The A bomb
progran was improving. However, in thae spring of 1851, we
started a sories of tests, By that 1 mean test oexplosibas,

We opened in a jury rig fashion on the Nevada proving ground,

As 1 recall in that year we shot something like 14, 15,maybe

. 15 bombs altogether. Four at E;niwatok in the spring of
1951, and quite a few in Nevada. Some of these bore soms
ralationship to a possible H program, and notably one shot
which was fired in May of 1251 a4 Eniwatok, which I can't
describa without using Qlassified information,

After that explosion 1 thought it was high time
that we got together all the peopla whd had any kird of a
vidw on H weapons. Of course, there were many views among
the scientists, By views, 1 don't mean yiews as to whether
you could have one, but views of whethar you could have one
and how you would get it,

I talked as I recall to two or three of the

Commissioners and said wouldn't it be good if we could get

them all appund a table and make them all face eaph other
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and get the blackboard nutiand agree on some priorities,
Ws did do that, Ve asked Dr. Oppenheimer, as chairvm

of the Weapons Committee of the GAC, to preside at the
meeting. W3 hat at that meoting in Princeton in June of 1951
every person, I think, that could conceivably have wade a
contributioa. People 1like MNorris Bradbury, head of the Los
Alamos laboratory, and one or twq of his asSistamts, Dr.,

Nordheim, I believe, was there from Los Alamos, very active

in the H program. Johnny von Neumann from Princeton, one

of the best weapons men in the world, Jr. Teller, Dr, Bethe,
Dr, Fermi, Johnny Wheeler, &ll the top men from every labor-
atory, sat around this table and we weat at it for two days.

Out of the meeting came something which Edward
Teller brought into the meeting with his own head, which was
an entirely new way of apprcaching a thermonuclear weapon.
It was so different from the things that had been kicked
around back in the fall of 1949 that there was no
resenblance.

I would like to bhe able to describe that but

it is one of the most sensitive things we have left in the

- Atomic Energy prograr -- this method., It was just a theory

at this point. Pictures were drawn on the board. Calculations
were made, Dr. Bethe, Dr. Teller, Dr. Fermi participating the.
most in this, Oppy very actively as well.

At the end of those two days we were all convinced,
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aeveryone in the room, that at lest we had somethip for the
first time that looked feasible in the way of an idea, The
old idee of the weapon was pretty well discarded. 1% got
about & fourth priority. Two gudgets were decided upon to
try.. One had great promise. We didn't know whether it was
going %o work or not, but it had great promilse,

I remember leaving that meeting impressed with this
fact, that everyone arouns# that table without exception,

snd this included Dr. Oppenheimer, was enthusiastic now

that you had something foreseeable., 1 remember going out and -

in four days making a commitment for & new plant tc develop an
entirely rew material, We had no money in the budget to do
it with and getting this thing startec¢ on the tracks, there
was enthugiasm right througn the program for the first time,
The bickering was gone, The discussions were pretty well
ended, and we ware able within a matter of just about ome
year to have that gadget ready. )

It had to be shipped to Enivetok, We had to lay
it on the task force and it wasfired in Nevember 1952,

Since then there have been many others firaed out
in the Pacific in this field.

That is the significance of the June meetling., It
was the first time that all competent people in this program

that could cantribute aything sat around the same table and

finally came up with something they all agreed on. That is
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when it began to roll and it rolled very fast then,
Tht is the chromnology of it.

Q Er. Oppenh2imer was the Chairman of the meeting and
presided?

A He preosided at tho meeting a2nd participated actively
in the moeting and left the meeting erthusiastic, I rscall
ta lking with him afterwards, and he was I could say almoest
thrilled that we had something here that looked as though it
wight work, It has since boen demonstrated, I might say,
that the gadget which we originally thought of in 10549
probably never would.work and would have cost in terms of A bombs
a price we couid never have paid.

Q You remember the Crouch incident with which the
Board here is familiar?

A The first recollection I have of fhat, I guess the
only one --

Q I am not asking you to recits what it wasg, because
the Board knows all zbout Iit,

A Yas, 1 remember the Crouch iancident, If vyocu mean
by that his testimony in Califonnia.

Q Yos.

A Yas.

Q After that was brought to the attention of the
Commission, did the Chairmar ask you to go through Dr,

Oppenheimer ‘s personnel file and inquire into the whole question.



980

of his clearancae?

A I wonder if you could refresh my recollection on
‘ | the date. Was this about the summer cf 1950?’

Q It was in May of 1850, in the spring of 1950,

A Ag I recall it, it was before 1 became chairman.
I may have been acting chairman that day in the absence cof
the chairman, The Couch incident was brought to my attention,
I thought it was someghing that‘weveught to talk to Dr.
Cppenheimer about,

1 asked our gemeral coumnsel, Mr, Volpe, to talk to

Dr. Oppenheimer about this Crouch incident. I wanted it

. delicately done in the first place. I had no idéa whether
Crouch was telling the truth or not, He did, and reported
back tco me that he had gone into this at great length with
Dr. Oppsnheimer, and’that no such meetiang as Crouch had
described, which was as I recall a kind of a meeting of a
Communist cell to recité the Party Line, that was supposed
to have taken place somewhere in Berkeley back in 1940 or so,
no such meeting had ever taken place,

H e said, "I won't say that I didn't meet @rouch
at some cocktail party or somsthing like that, because we
had plenty of people around the place, but no such zeetirg

~as this, youcan be sure.”

"1 never sat invon any Communist meeting or

Communist cell meeting, This picture as I recall is a small
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group of four or five people had gone off inm 2 room in a house
and télked over the Communist Party line.

Q Didyou go through Dr. Oppenh2imer's personnel file?

A I did. This is the first occasion I ever had to
look at Dr. Oppenheimer's personnel file, Ordinarily
Commissicners don't go through the files of people unless
there! is sowe real reason, 'Here, howsver, was 8 person
who was Chairman of the committee; he had been clearéd in
1947 by the Commission, and I for the first time picked i
W and went through it p@ﬁsonally myself,

I then asked Dr. Oppenheimer if he could come in snd
sse me about this, and I personally asked him abodt the Gouch
incident. He szid substantially what 1 have said he said in
reply to Mr. Volpe, and 1 believed him,

Q Did you continue to read matters that went into
his persconnal file after this?

A I told tle security officer, I believe, or perhaps
my secretary, that anything coming from the FBI concerning
Dr. Oppenheimer I wanted to see, and file in my own mind at
least.

Two or three did come in, Because here was a file
with a 1ot of early association evidence, I thought he was
too importaat a man for me to overlook him, and it was my
responsibility as Chairman, also; So I dig see, I am sure,

every memorandum from the FBI. But there were only two or
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three, and there was nothing particularly new in thzm , as
I recall, from that point on.

Q What was your belief a2s to Dr. Oppenheimer's
ioyalty after you had been through the file and had talked
with him? |

A There was no guesiion in my mind -- I must say

‘when I first looked at the file, I had doubts, largcly growing
cut of these early associations -- but there was never any
doubt in my nind after I examined the file and based partly
on my knowledge of Dr. Oppenheimer, which was very close,
there was mnever any doubt as to his loyalty in my copinicn,
Kone, That decision had to be made one way or the ociher,

It could not be half way., There were some very uwpieasant

ear ly associations when you look at them in retrosp@c@, but

as far as his loyalty I was convinced of it, not thaﬁ the

file convinced me so much, but the fact that here was a man,
cne of the few men who can demonstrate his loyalty to his
country by his performance. Most people 1llustrate their
loyalty in negative terms. They did not see somebody. Here
is a man who had an unusual record of performance, It is wmuch
broader than I have indicated so far.

Q Would you state to the Board your gereral
impression of his character as well as his loyalty, his

integrity and smnse of discretion? How would you rate those

gualities?




A I would say thathe is a very huyman man, a mensitive
man, a very well educated man, a'man of complete integrity
~in my association with him, And a very devoted man to his
country, and certainly to the Commission, No question of
these thingé in my wmind,

Q Would you say a word about Dr. Opperheimer’s
interest in military defemnse in late 1952 and early 1253
in connection with Operatiorn Lincoln, for example? I don't
want you %o go into great detail,

A I will jﬁst say | word about that because I was not
particularly identified with Project Lincoln. Dr,
Oppenheimer had many advisory postes tc the Secretary of State,
Secretary of Defense, @ advisor, if not a member, of the
Committse on Atomic Ensrgy of the Research and Developnent
Board, and others, and participated in many studies, When he
left -~ when his term had expired ~- as Chairman of the GAC
in the summer of 1952, he particularly tunned his attertion
to defense measures against A bombs and spent a very large
shares of his time® on such guestions as the necessity for an
adequate radar mnet, early warning radar system, on certain
civilian defense measures, and on the importance of
interception,and as always the importance of our capacity to
deliver our bombs.

From the very beginning I recallthis is one of Dr.

Cppenheimer's great worries,that our Air Force would not stay
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up at the level of our bomb production, th&t some day we might
find ourselves short of delivery. So he was concerned with
all four of ﬁhose things.

Q You have sat on the Security Courncil since President
Eisenhnwer's elactioca?

A Saeveral times on spedial things.

MR, GRAY: Would you repeat that?

MR, GARRISON: I asked him if he had sat on the
Security Councii dnder the present administration,

MR, GRAY: The National Security Council?

MR. GARRISON: Yes.

THE WITNESS: The Chairman is not a member of it.
But as questions came up touching on stomic energy the
Chairman of the AEC, which I was at the time, was invited
over to participate, 1 guess there were four or five
occasions, perhaps more, in the spring of last yaar when I
did sit in on the National Security Council on atowmic matters.

EY MR, GARRISON:

Q Lig Dr. Bush and Dr, Oppehheimer come before the
Counci? when you were sitting on it?

A They appeared one day, yes. They made a
prosentation, the nature of which I am sorry I am a little
hazy on, I think it had mostly to do with what at that time
was perhaps loosely called Operation Candor, and with

civilizn defense and other defensive devices.,
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Q In all of your contacts with Dr. Oppenheimer,
has he ever underestimated the Russian threat in your opiniop?

A Never, vFrom the very earvrliest times Opponheimer has
been weorried very much about, first cf all, the lack of
reliability of the Rusaisns. He showed some frustration in
our‘inability in the early days to work out a system and he
never underestimated the Russians, A 1ot of cur poeopls have,
but this is ons man who never did.

Q Do you romember a discussion with Dr., Oppenhoimer
in the fzl1l of 1950 abou% his Chairmanship of the GAC?

A Yes. This was after I_yas Chairman. Dr., Oppernheimer

came to me one day =-- his taerm had to run until August of 1852,

I think,
Q As a member?
A As a member. He was them Chairman. He saidhe

knew that we had had quite a disagreement on the H bomb
program back in 1949 and whether it should have a high priority.
He told me that he thought that this had perhaps hurthis
effectiveness on the General Advisory Committee, and that
he was prepared to get off if for one moment I thought that
his effectiveness had been so Nurt that he could not SOIVe.

I thought about it for a few moments -~ in fact, I
had thought about it before -- and I told bim that I thouéht
that the General Advisory Committee wculd definitely lose,

and so would the Commission, if we lost him from it at that
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that time, and that 1 felt as one who had disagreed with

him on the thermonuclear prbgram that his effectiveness
perhaps had been hurt in socme quarters and some people's
opinions, but not in wine. I would miss him fery nuch if he
left.

When 1952 came around, he had segved his time and
he said, "I have baen on too lorg. I think newer heads should
be brought into the program," and he said, "I hope you
would not urge the President to reappoint me,” So I scnt
a letter to the President saying that these three membaers,
Conant, DuBridge and Oppenh@imer were leaving. I prepared a
draft of the letter for the Presideni to sign for each one
cf them thatking them for their services, and that was the
end of Dr. Oppenheimer's term.

Q Summing up your convictions about Dr. Oppenheimer,
you have testified to his loyalty and to his integrity and
character with full knowledge of what you told us about your
reading of his personnel file. I take it, also, that it goes
witho@t saying that you have read the Commission’'s letter
which initiated this proceeding?

A The dharges? Yes, I have.

Q The Commission refers to them as items of derogatory
information, and not &s charges.

A That is right., I read that letter.

Q On the basis of that knowledgze and your experience
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with him, in your opinion is he or is he not a security risk?

A He is not a security risk in my opinion. If I had
so considered him a security risk, I would have initiated such
a hearing long, long ago, I think his usefulness has been
impaired by all this. I don't know how much he can contribute
further to his country, but I would hope we would get the
maximum cut of hiwm. I am sertain that he is devoted to his
country and if given an opportunity to serve, will serve
and effectively as always,

MR, GARRISON: That is all, Mr, Chairman.
CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. RCBB:

Q Mr. Dean, Dr. Oppenheimer has testified before this
Board in substance that in 1943 he became aware of an attempt
at Russian espionage against the atomic bomb project. He has
further testified that when interviewwd about this matter
by intelligence officexrs of the United States Army, he told
these officers a fabrication and tissue of lies,

He has also testified -~
A May I ask, are you quoting from some testimony?
MR, GRAY: Just a minute, please,
MR, GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I want to object in
the strongest terms to the form of the question which counsel
has put. I think it is impossible to present to this witness

the questions about the Chevalier incident without really
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thorough1§ going icto the whole case and incident in all its
ramifications., I think the question gives an utterly false
summation of what actually happened in the total Chevalier
incident which is the only way that it can be lboked at .,

MR, RCEB: Mr. Garrison can go into it if he wishes.
I think I have the right to ptt the gesticn to the witness
in the form of an sssumption, if not otherwise,

MR, GRAY: 1 take it you are objecting to thae
question, Mr. Garrison?

MR, GARRISON: I am objecting to any question to
this witness that ftries to put to him the Chevaliexr incident
without going into it in the kind of shape that the matter
has come to this Becard., It involves the whole question of
his relations with Chevalier, of his initiating the informa-
tion about Eltenton, of the views of General Groves and
Colonel Lansdale., This whole thing has a very long and
complicated story. To say here to this witness as a fact
that Dr. Oppenheimer did this and that in respect to the
Chevalier incident seems to me most unfair. |

MR, ROBB: Mr. Chairman, there is nct the slightest
doubt that Mr. Oppenheimer did testify that he lied to Colonel
Pash and Colonel Lansdale, not once, but many times, and that
his statements -~

MR, GARRISON: Mr. Chairman --

MR, ROBB: May I finish., -~- and his statements to
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those officers constituted a fabrication and tissue of

lies, and he knew vhen he was lying, he was impeding the
investigation in progress. There is no question in the world
that the record shows that,

ME, GAERIBON: Mr. Chairman, this whole business of
the so-called lies over and over again was in fact nothing
but one story. o told this story to Colonel Pash., He told
part of it, %tha%t we have referemce to here, to Colonel Lans-
dale. By breaking up the component parts of that story into
separate gquestions., c¢ounsel in his cross examination made
this appear as if ocne lie after another had been told.

It lies heavy on my conscience that I did not
at that time object to the impression that was trying to be
conveyed te this Board of a whole series of lies when in fact
there was ore story which was told,

ME. GRAY: Let me ask Mr. Garrison this question.
Is it clear that the record shows that there was a
fabrication?

BE, GAHRRISON: Yes.

Mk, GRAY: 1 wonder if Mr. Robb can proceed from
that point cn his ¢uestion in a way that it would not be ob-
jected to?

MK, RCBE: 1 can't keep Mr. Garrisor from objecting,
Mr. Chairmar, Jus® so0 we have po doubt about it, I will read

from the record at page 488:
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" Ten't it a fair statemens teday, Dr. Oppenheiner,
that according to vour testimony now you told not one lie to
Coloﬁel Pash, but a whole fabrication and t;ssue of liesg?
B Right .
"Q In great circumstantial detail, is that correct?
"A, Right."”

I submit wy guestion on the basis of that is
perfectly feair.

TER WITNISS: 1 don't know what the question is at
this point.

ME, ROBS: Of course vyou don't,

MEE, GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, it really dces not
convey at all what this was about. The question of whether
Chevalier told thr:e men or one, whefher Eltenton had a
contact at the consulate or didn't, whether the consulate
had some microfilm or didn't, all that was of an irrelevant
character of what the security officer wanted to find out,
which was Chevalier's name. The substance of this whole
thing is that Dr. Oppenheimer did not for a long time, and he
has regretted and has said so explicitly, revealed the
name of Chevalier, which was what the security officers
wanted. These incidental details about whether there were
three men or cme had nothing to do with the problem that the
security officers were faced with, I think that is the

guestion that counsel has put to Dr. Oppenheimer in that
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form was an unfair one which distorted the record, and 1
should hae objected to it at that time,

MR, GRAY: I wouldlike to say, Mr, Garrisomn, that
frankly the Chairman of the Poard does not know what the
question is, and I have heard the witness observe that he
does not, 1 don't know what the question is. The arpgument to
the Chairman by counsel in the presance of the witness pretty
well established a background perhaps to which you are
objecting to in the firgt place. There has been a discussion
of this incident. I should like to ask if Mr. Robb will put
his question, and I will give Mr, Garrison an
opportunity to object to the question,

BY MR. ROBB:

Q Mr, Dean, I am going to ask you to assume that Dr.
Oppenheimer testified before this board that in 1943 he became
aware of an attempt at Russian espionage against the atomic
energy project, and assume that he further testified that when
interviewed about this matter by intelligence officers of the
United States Army, he told these officers a fabrication and
tissue of lies, and assume that he further testified that
when le told these lies, he knew that by telling them, he was
impeding the ivestigation of Russian espionage.

Now,if Dr, Oppenheimer'so testified in substance,
would that cause you to change your opinion about him?

A As a security risk, then, or a security risk today?




Q Now.

A None. There must have been some reason ioxr

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I think the assumptions
in his questicn amount to the same thing as putting to the
witness a question as to something which is only a fraction
of Dr. Oppenheimer's testimony. One would have to add to that
and assume that he initiated the whole matter by bringing
to the attention of the security officers that there was a
man c¢called Eltenton who ought to be watched because he had
a contact and a way of transmitting informationm.

Cne would have to assume aiso that the contact was
a colleague at the University of Dr, Oppenheimer's iavhom
he had complete personal confidence, and ultimatdy told the
name bf that friend of his, notwithstanding his belief in
his innocence, to General Groves. All of that has also to
be assumed. because-all of that is part of this thing we are
talking about,

| MR, GRAY: I should like to ask in view of the

answer of the witnsss whether it doesn’t make any difference
now.

THE WITNESS: I am sorry I answered befdre you had
the opportunity to object.

Mﬁg GRAY: 1 don't think as far as ths witness is
concerned the additional fact which then would bring on certain

others in fairness in the record, for example, tke disclosure
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of the name was under orders, and things of that sort, but I
think all of that, Mr, Garrison, in view of the answer of
the witness --

MR, GARRISON: Mr., Chairman, I will yield on this
point. I didn't actually hear the witness' answer,

MR, GRAY: I would gather the witness' auswer was
favorable to Di, Oppenheimer. It was so intended, was it not?

THE WITNESS: Yes., My answer was, do you mean a
security risk then or now. The Qestioner said A security
risk now", gnd I said none,

BY MR, ROBB:

Q I believe you added he must have had a reason for
it, is that right?

A I don't know all the circumstances. When I say
he must have had, I would say i would think there would be
some reasons for it, is a better way to put it.

MR, GRAY: 1 don't know whether we could get into
the question for the reason for it without going into the
whole record. |

THE WITNESS: I frankly don't know the reasons.

BY MR, ROBB:

Q Would you have thought he was a security risk at
that time?

MR. GARRISON: Mr, Chairman, that is a highly

‘hypothetical question based on a complete 'lack ofunderstanding
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whatthis is about., How can he possibly testify what is
judgment was on an inéomplete fragment of the record,

MR, ROBE: i thought the witness had somne
distinction in his mind. I thought it fair to ask him what
it was.

MR, GRAY: The witness indicated a distinction about
his testimony, and has said that he would find it difficult
to address himself to that guestion without knowing the
circumstances, if I understood his testimony,

THE WITNESS: That is it,

BY MR. ROBB:

Q Now, Mr. Dean, you spoke of a conversation you

had with Dr, Edward Teller concerning Dr. Oppenheimer,

A Yes. In connection with recruitment?
Q Yes.
A Yes .

Q Could you fix the date of that conversation?

A I had difficulty in fixing the date of it, It
would be some time in 1950 or 1951, That I am sure, I can't
quite place it, though, because Dr, Teller was in and out of
Los Alamos so many times during this period, back at the
University of Chicago, out to California, back at Los Alamos,
that I don't recall the exact times when’he was trying to
recruit, It may have been in 1951 at a time when he was

trying to get support for a second laboratory. It may have




been that late.

Q Who was trying, sir?

A Teller,

< Would you tell us the substance of that convefsatiou?
You mentioned it, but I don't think you told us very much
about it.

A That particular conversation is only one little
piece in a lnng story of the second laboratory, and I had many
with Teller, |

Q bid you have many with Dr., Teller in which Dr.

Opperheimer was mentioned?

A I would not say many. His name probably came up

in two or thres conversations.

Q Would you give us the sukctance of those
conversations?
A I wouldn't want to guote m these. 1 can give you

the tenor or the setting for these conversations, That is
about all I can do. Teller undoubtedly 311t that Oppenheimer
was wrong in his original decision on the thermonuclear
program in 1949,

Q You mean to oppose it?

A To hwe voted against giving it that p.iority at that
time. Teller was an optimist in this field and tiought that
things could be dome., He was very active in recru.{ing. He

told me that he thought he would not get much help oit of




Oppenheimer, He may even have intimated that Oppenheimer
would discourage people from coxﬁing°

Q Did he so intimte?

A Yes, I think that is a fair statement.

Q What did he say about that?

A He said he feared that he might, I said the way
to resolve that is to go up and see him,

Q Did he way why he feared that?

A No. 1If he did, I can't recall precisely why.

Q Did you ask him?

A No, because I knew the two personalities &0 well,
Two men that had little different views on things and how to
do things, I was anxious to keep Teller and 1 was anxious
to get the most out of Oppenheimer. So 1 said, "Go up and
ask Oppenheimer if h will give you some names.,” Oppenheimer,
as I recall it, gave him a list of 10 or 12 names, Then
Teller came back and reported that they were all people at
Princeton, which would be normal to have most of the names
at least picked from the place where he was teaching, and
that he was unable to get any of them to come.

Q You said at Princeton; you mean they were all working
undex Dr ., Oppenheimer at Princeton?

A Not necessarily. They were either at Princeton
University or the Institute of Advanced Studies,

Q I1f they were at the Institute, they were under




997
Dr. Oppenheimer .,
A Yes, that is right,
Q And Teller reported back he couldnot get any of tlem
to come?

A That is right.

¢ Did he say what reasons they had given him for not
coming?
A No.

Q Did he attribute their not coming to Dr, Oppenheimer's
influence?

A No, he did not, He left an inference that
Oppenheimer might have been respomsible, but he did not say
so in so many words,

c You gathered that from ¥hat Teller stated?

A Yes. But I also knew the difficulty of getting
anybody at that time to go to work with Dr. Teller at a
laboratory which had not been created, and which was completely
unplanned, site¢ .unselected, the organization for which had

not been outlined, and so forth,

Q You mentioned a second laboratory,
A Yes .,
c That question came up, I believe, in the fall of

1951, did it not?
A That is about the time,

Q Subsequent to the Princeton meeting.




A Yes.

Q I believe you told us at the Princeton meecting
verybody agreed that you had the righ; gadget to mzke thermo-
nuc lear, |

A Well, we hoped we did. 1t looked prdmiéing"

¢ In all events, Dr. Oppenheimer thought so0?

A That is right. Everyone around the table did,

Q In the fall of 1951, Mr. Dean, the GAC recommended
against the establishment of a second laboratbry, didn't it?

A I would have to refer to the minutes., 1 would
caution you on this, if I may. When you refer to second
laboratory, I think it is well to define the terms, because the
second laboratory, so-called, had been mentioned to many
people. To some it meant a possible second Lbs Alamos at a-
new site in an isolated spot with some 2,000 to 3,000
scientific people in the laboratory, and equipment which
would be necessary, which means a capital investment of
$110 million, That is what Los Alamos is, To some people
it meant that kind of a lab. To othef_people; it meant a very
small laboratory specializing in nuclear fission, low
temperature and metallurgy, and to be rather hastily put
together, perhaps in Colorado, a place somewhere near Denver
and Boulder, Do othei people it meant an Air Force laboratory
at Chicago, which would be turned into a thermonuclear lab.

This had some support from the Air Force people,
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To me -- and we debated this at some length -- it
had to be if it was ever going to work a place that was
already estabhlished if you were going to save time, It had
40 be a place where you had to have a man in there who
commanded respect, that Teller would work for and work ﬁith,
and be comfortable working with, There was only one place
that 1 could finally fasten on that fitted this, and this was
to work under Ernest Lawrence at an established place, that is,
you had a Radiation Lab, You had anothe site which we
were using for ofher purposes, some 30 miles éway at Livermore
and that is eventually what was done,

So when people speak of gsecond labs, and the
controversy concerning second labs, I think it is important
that in each case to make them define their terms. They meant
entirely different things, some of which in my opinion were
wise and some of which were not wise.,

Q I understand that Mr. Murray, one of the
Commissioners, and Dr. Teller, did present to the General
Advisory Committee a proposal for a second laboratory in
December 1951. Do you recall that?

A Not specifically, but it is quite possible.

Q In their memorandum which I believe was prepared by
Dr, Teller, it was stated, "The very rapidity of recent
progress' --

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, may we see this?
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MR, ROBB: No, sir,

MR, GARRISON: I am asking the Chairman if we may
have a2 copy of this document to see what is being read from
and what the nature of it is.

MR, GRAY: I will have to inquire as to the security.

MR, ROLANDER: The document itself is clagsified.

I think the portion he is reading may be read without disclosing
security information,

MR, GARRISON: I submit that the docummt be shown
to Mr., Dean who is cleared for security information.

MR, ROBB: Much of this may be obviated if Mr.
Garrison would wait until 1 complete my question before
interrupting me.

MR, GRAY: 1 would suggest that Mr, Robb read his
guestion and see if you feel that there is any difficulty about
it, Mr. Garrison,

MR, ROBB: Mr; Chairman, I might say in general
that I had understood that this was not a court proceeding,
and I was going along on that assumption, 1 think it is
clear I have refrained from making the slightest objection to
any of Mr, Garrison's Qaestions or testimony or anything.,

I don't care what form Mr, Garrison puts his questions. I
assumethis is not a court proceeding. But if Mr, Garrison
is going to stick on technicalities and turn this into a

proceeding according to the strict rules af evidence; I think
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we ought to ha;é it understood here and now,

MR. GARRISON: Mr, Chairman, it certainly was our
understanding that this was to be an inquiry and not a trial,

MR, GRAY: That is correct,

MR. GARRISON: I do most sernestly say to the
Board that tﬁe only objections that I have raised with respect
to cross examination which at times in this room has taken
on the atmosphare of a prosecution than anything else, which
I have not though perhaps I should havedbjected, the only
questions I have raised have seemed to me to be of a
rather basic character, where a scrap of a dcoument has bgeen
read from without either the witness or ourselves knowing
what was the content of it, I think if you will examine
the Pash and Lansdale transcripts, as 1 know you will in
full, you will find that the things taken out nf context
have been given not really a fair impression, This to me is
rather elementary and not a technical matter,

MR, GRAY: With respect to those documents, of
course they will be in the record. The Chair does not
know from what dooument Mr. “obb is reading or whether it
can be made available, 1 repeat, 1 suggest that he read
the question and if the witness finds it confusing or alien
to him, he can so indicate, Then if you object to the
question being put, I should like to hear from you,

MR, GARRISON: A1l right.
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THE WITNESS: Could you t%tell me again Mr, Rcbb

what is the wmemo purported to be dated,to and from?

BY MR. ROBB:
Q It is a memorandum from Commissioner Murray and
Dr. Teller to the GAC, What I am going to do is ask you if

vou recall this was the position those two gentlemen took,
If you don't, that is the end of it., 1 am advised that they
stated in their memorandum: "The véry rapidity of recent
progress is evidence of potentialities which have bsaen
neglected for years, and which will not be fully exploited
unless a new laboratory is established.”
Do you recall any such argument as that being made

for a new laboratory?

A Ythere were many arguments along this line, and
it is quite possible that some such thing Qas said. I am
sure thét the matter came before the GAC in one form or anbther.
It is consistent that Tom Murray and Teller should be for a
second laboratory of some kind because they both felt very
strongly about it, as 1 did, as a matter of fact, but it was
a question of where, when and who,

Q The second lab whih Teller and Murray were for
wa the second lab to work on the thermonucleay, is that right?

A This is not clear. Perhaps the document may clear
it up as to what kind of lab they are talking about at that

point.
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¢ What is your best recollection about it, sir?

A You see, there are two kinds of labs you could have
to work on the thermonuclear, One is an across ths board lab-
oratory such as Los Alamos, with all of its departments: a
test division, physics division, a chemidry division; a
metallurgical division, and all the other divisions which
make an integratéd laboratory, This is one way, and pahaps
this is the best way to have a thermonuclear laboratory if
you had the time, because so many of the problems that touch
on fission bear bn fusion, Some of our current gadgats geﬁ
much of their energy from the fission process as woll as the
fusion‘processo So theoretically if you had time and woney
and everything, you would build another Los Alamos,

We didn't feel we had that, I don't know whether
this particular proposal was that broad or whether it was
the kind of proposal that Teller and I talked about several
times, which was simply a very specialized laboratory
emphasizing low temperature work and some metallurgy. That is
why I think you have bo define your terms on this., If there
is anything in the document which describes what type of
lab at that poitn, then I can do it. But just a second lab,
with all the labs we had at that time, was ~-

Q In any event, Mr. Dean, did there come a time when

the General Advisory Committee did take a position on the

establishment ©of a second laboratory for whaever purpose?
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A Yes, I believe they did., I cannot recall at this
moment, and I wish &y recollection could be refreshed by
some document, what the issue was befcre the GAC at that time.
If it was an across the board, another Low Alamos, I am
sure they said no to it, because I do recall many discussions
saying who would you get to run it? Where would you recruit‘
the men who knew about weapons, who were all at Los Alamos
at that time except a few peoples in specialties at some of
the universities, such as Ohio State, which had a very strong
low temperatrue group and so forth. But virtually all the
peopie that would cbnttibute to this woulé be people who were
working for us in the weapouns lab with a few outsiders. So
1 anm sure fhat the GAC at that time, however the issue was
presented to them, concluded that just didn’'t make sense,

Q Do you remember when that was?

A I don't really, It cculd have been either the fall
of 1951 or all the way through 1952, because it seems to me
it was a matter --

Q Did there come a time --

MR. GARRISON: Could we have the date of that
memor andum?

MRE. ROBB: This memorandum is a compilation of
memoranda, but the particular memorandum I was referring to

was prepared 19 December1951,

BY MR. ROBB:
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Q Mr., Dean, did there gome a time when you yourself
as Chairman of the AEC wrote to the Joint Congressional |
Committée on Atomic Enérgy respecting the establishmens of
a second laboratory?

A I am sure there must have been, but I don't have
the documents,

Q Do you recall when that might have been?

A If you will give me some hint as to what I said in
it, 1 could perhaps time it,

Q Frankly 1 don't have your entire letter, but I
will try to give you a hint.

A All righst.

Q I don't know whether this is classified or not., Is
it, Mr. Roiander?

A I did write alletter on this whole thing on the
second lab at one time, Just what must be done about it, and
how to do it, and so forth, But it sesms to me that was
internal,

Q I am told I can read this.

"January 9, 1952." Does that accord Qith your memory?

A No, I d@oesn’'t, but go ahead. We will get the
substance.

Q "The creation of a dual laboratory such as
Los Alamos would dilute sciehtific.talent and introduce

difficult problems of coordination., Further, because of ithe
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disdsgeClation of talent and effort between two laboratories,
the rate of progress would be reduced.

"We further feel that the divisions of talent
between Los Alamos and a competing laboratory would at this
time retard rather than accelerate the development proganm,
Scientists of the- galiber necessary to man and administer
another laboratory for the prosecution of the developnmont
programs similar in scope to Los Alamos are limited in number.”

Do you recall something about that?

A Yes, that would be my view today.

Q Thét was a fair statement of your positinn at that
time?

A Yes., If you are talking about another Los Alamos,
ard I think I kept saying such as Los Alamos all the time,

Q Where had you received your information as to
the availability of scientists necesséry to man another
laboratory?

A This I had to live with everyday.

Q Had you obtained some of it from Dr. Oppenheimer?

A I don't recall. Ve wgy have had conversafions, but
ycu can be sure that I also talked to all of the top scientists
about this topic. This would be Von Neumann and members of
the Commission like Smyth. It would be Dr. Rabi, who was
quite helpful in recruiting a few people for us. It cértainly

would rot be attributed to one man. This was something you
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had %o keap on top of all the time,

Q Do you romember subseguent %o that, I think in
Febrvary 1932, wheu the General Advisory Committee again
recommended against the establishment 2f a second laboratory?

A I don’%t recall that specific date, but it would not
b2 iuconsistent with what I know, that they took a position
against another Los Alamos,

Q Did the General Adviscry Commnittee wer recommend
in faver cof 2 second laboratory of whatever kind, Los Alatos
or anything else?

A I reported eventually -- I can'’t say this was ay
solution, undoubtedly some of the other Commissionors helped
with it -- wmy idea wazs, fipally after this had all bear worked
out, thet if you were going to have a place where you could
put Teller and some of the other peopl2 to the best use,
and if they were not at Los Alamos, the best place was under
Dr, Enungst Lawrence out on the West Coast, 1 did unot guite
know what the shape of this 1abofatory was going to be when
it first started out,

Q Excuse me, Mr, Dean. 1 asked you whether or not
the CAC made any recemmendation, not what you said. What
the CAC did,

A About the second lab?

Q .Yas,

A 1f by the second lab you mean the Berkeley -
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A

out under
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Any kind of 1lab,
They certainly did not frown on putting Toller

Lawrence, and that is what the second 1lab as it

turn2d out to be was,

Q

A

- spring of

When did that take place?
This took place, I would séy, about a year;after the

1951shot. I fix thdt date because the msn who

went out from Lawrence's lab ~- I am sorry I have forgotten

this man'= name -- Dr, York went out znd did some tests in

the spring of 1951 on the shot that dealt somewhat with

thermonuclear processes., They came back, quite an equipped

group of able young men., Here was a nucleus, and it happened.

to be in Lawrence's lab, You could put Teller in therse, 1

recall we

fine, We

put this to the GAC and everybody felt that it was

had fouw a place where Teller was happy and could

work. I think this was the reaction.

Q

A
after the

somewhere

Q

A

Q

A

About when was that, do you remember?

I say I think this wmust have been about a year

shot in the spring of 1951, whiéh would put it

over perhaps May of 1952.

Where was that place that Teller worked -~ Livermore?
That is where he was put to work, yes, sir,

Was there an estabiishment set up there?

There had béen an establishment there bLoafore,

That is another attractive thing abouf it, It had some
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buildings. We had some barracks. We had a big armory that
we could use immediately. We got some instruments in very
fast., It recruited very rapidly under Lawrence, York, Teller,

Q Did you expand thosé facilities substantially?

A Yes, they were expanded very fast.

Q Did you spend a great deal of money on it?
A We spent, 1 think perhaps -- I could not give you

the dollar figure -- 1 imagine something like #11 million --

No, I don't dare risk a figure.

Q In other words, it becahe a very substantial
ostablishment?
A Yes,

Q I believe you said you had ro difficulty in
recruiting for it,

A We were recruiting an entirely different group at
this point. We were recruiting men for that laboratory,
I would say bractically all of who came immediately out of
school, *hey were young Ph, D,'s and some not Ph., D, 's,
We did not get in that laboratory any of the people, as I
recall, that we originally thought of as being available for
use on a thermonuclear project, like Seitz ~-- oh, the names.
slip me. None of those people went tc Berkeley. What they
did was<under Lawrence's administration, with Teller as the
idea man, with York as the man who would pick up the ideas

anc a whole raft of young imaginative fellows you had a
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laboratory working entirely -- entirely -- on thermonuclear
work,

Q That laboratory was devoted entirely to theruo-
nuc lear?

A Yes, but one thing that must not be forgotten is that

-- throughout the whole second labthing -~ may I elaborate
here on a background?

Q Gc ahead. I am not sticking to the rules of
evidence,

A Cne of the big problems of setting up a second lab
and what kind of a lab was this, was always this: " The mcrale
of Los Alamos, Los Alamos, let us?gzrget this, is the
laboratory which has been responsible for all of the research
in the development of our A bombs, and all of the research
and development until recently on the thermonuclear weapons.
They have all come out of Los Alamos. 1 alway feared and
many others feared that if you made any drastic move which
struck at Los Alamos morale, or if you inferred for one moment
that they were not working their hearts out, because believe
me, they were provimg it with their results, you had a real
"problem in this weapons development field, That was one of
the touchy things about setting up a new laboratory. Who was
going to man it. What kind of 2 lab would it be, and what

wotlld it do to Los Alamos? That was the big fear I had.

Q Mr. Ddan, when you did set up this laboratory at
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Livermore --—

A It worked out very well,
Q It didn't impair morale at Los Alkmos?
A No, Los Alamos rolled very fast as it always has

rolled. I think it worked largely because of Teller getting
along very well with Dr., Lawrence, These things are a
question of human relations, They got along extremely well.

Q In fact, Mrc‘Dean, wasn't there a healthy spirit
of competition between Los Alamos and Livermore after you set
vp Livermore?

A I don't kpnow it produced any more weapons, but
there probably was a good sense of competition,

Q And you have already said ycu had no trouble
vf getting personnel,

A Not of the type I described. These were not the
specialists that we wamked to get in the early days for the
real rush. Very few of those ever came. Those people never
wedh to California later on,

Q How long would vou say that the discussion went
onhbefore you finally established that lab at Livermore?
How long did this discussion about establ ishing a second
laboratory, whatever you want to call it; go on -- a yeaf?

A It could have been a year, yes. In the meantine,
however, Los Alamos was doing the work and that is what we

are testing today in the Pacific,
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Q Is that laboratory at Livermore independont of
Los Alamos, or was it?

A Yes, it is independent except that you have to
have a very close liaison for test schedules and everything
else. |

Q I understand that.

A Very close relations. But it is independent of Los
Alamos. It should be poninted out that the University of
California is the contractor for Los Alamos, and the
University of California is also the contractor to the
Commission for the Livermore lab, but only in that sense are
they related.

MBR. GRAY: Let me interfqpt, How much longer do
you think you will take?

MR. ROBB: Probably ten or fifteen minutes, maybe
more, depending on Mr, Dean.

(Discussion off the record.)

BY MR. ROBB:

Q Mr. Dean, I have in my notes that you testified
that all expansions of the atomic program were blessed by
the GAC beginning in 1949. You were not thinking about the
secnnd lab in that connection, were you?

A No. When 1 speak of expansion programs, I am |
spenking of the erection of acilities with which td mako

boml>s, and that is either plutonium or U-235 for the most'part.
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Q You mentioned Dr, Oppenheimer's attitude on Project
Lincoln, jhat was the project to discuss the defense of the
continental United States, was it?

Ab | Yos, I believe that is a fair description, This
was not done under the auspices of tle Commission, and I was not
close to Lincoln, 1 just read the report when it was finished.

Q Dhat was done undsr the auspices of the Army?

A Somewhere in the Department of Defense. Which A
agency didit, I don't know. Perhaps Air Force,

Q Dié you leamn what theory Dr, Oppenheimer eEpdused
in that connection?

A I would hate to be examined dn the Lincoln report.
I really don't have a good recollection of it,

Q Do you recall -~ if you don't yamcan say so, of
course -- do you recall whether or not he espoused what might

hae described as a Maginot Line type of defense?

A I don’'t know what Maginot Line means.

¢ I mean 2 fixed defense.

A No. I mean does it mean in terms of radar defense?
Q No, a fixed defense as distinguished from a stroang

offensive striking force.
A I can't say.
Q You don't recall?
A I just don't recall.

Q You mentioned Dr. Oppenhemer's connection with the
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long range detection program. Were you familiar with that?
A Oh, yes,
Q Was that done - 'under the guspices of the AEC?
A Strictly speaking it was AFCAT,
Q Mey 1 in%erpose here, Mr. Dean, I &am reminded
that if you get into classified material, would ycu be good
enough to indicate, so that we can take the appropriate steps?
A I won't ccnsciously do it, Sometimes I hLave a
guestion because these things change from day to day. Why
don't we just call it Air Force. |
MR, ROBB: This has been gone into on direct
exanmination, and I woulé like tc ask some questions about it,
ME. GARRISON: I was rot under the impression I had.
MR, ROBB: Yes, Didn't yoﬁ say something about Dr.
Oppenheinmer’s connection with the long range detection program?
THE WITNES3: 1In this one instance. I stated he
was called back in the fall of 1949 to make an appraisal
of the Russian bomb.
BY MR, ROBS:
Q And you told soﬁething about what his appraisal
was, didn't you? '
A That they had shot one.
Q 1 want to ask mame questions about that,

ME, ROBB: I am told that these guestions will

involve confidential classified material,
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MR, GRAY: 1In that event, we will have to excuse
counsel and anyone else who is not cleared for the
disclosure of classified material,

MR, GARRISON: Is the classification officer.clear
that this has to be answered only off the record?

(Discussion off the record.)

BY MR, ROBSB:

Q Myr. Dean, do vou rvrecall thét there were three
mothods 0f long range detectiop which were discussed at
that time.

ME, BECKERLEY: 1I don't see how one can get ipto
this without disclosing information presently condidered by
the Department cf Defense as claessified.

ME, GRAY: I am sorry, Mr. Garrison; you will have
to be excused, although Dr. Oppenheimer will remain,

MR, GARRISON: 1 assume that this has relevance.

ME, ROBB: 1 would not ask the question if I did
not think so, Mr. Garrisom.

{Counsel left the room.)

(The following portion of tramnscript, pages 1014

through 101¢, is classified and contained in a separate volume.)
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(Counsel for Dr. Oppenheimer returned to the room.)
MR. GRAY: I thinkcounsel for Dr, Oppenheimer
shou 1d knbw that in the judgment of the Chairman of the
Board -- I would ask the other Board members to listen to
this ~- nothing transpired of ecvnsequance in absence of counsel,
Do you agree?
DFE. EVANS: I do.
MR. MORGAN: 1 do,
MR, RCBB: The witness said he didn't know much
about that subject.
MR. GEAY: That is correct,
BY MR, ROBB:

C . Mr. Dean, you testified somewhat about conversationg
you lhiad with Edward Teller about Dr ., Oppenheimer, did you not?

A As to recruitment, I think so.

Q I have the iwmpression that Dr., Teller was inclined
to be critical of Dr. Oppenheimer in those conversations, is
that right?

A The best I cam recall is the inference he left
from what he said that he feared that Oppenheimer would not
be helpful in recruiting men for him.

Q That is what I thought you daid, Didn't you have
any conversations with other nuclear physicists who were
&1lso critical of Dr. Oppenheimer because of Dr, Oppenheimer's

¥

attitude on the thermonuclear?
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A 1 gan recall three people and I would urge you
very much to have them in front of you as witnesses and
for the Board to call them., One w@uld be Dr, Xen Pitzer --
I say three, and I can't recall them ;_ I would certainly say
Teller, Those were about the only two.

Q Alvarez?

A I mever heard Luis Alvarez speak —-
Q Lawrence?
A No, no, I don’t recall any conversaions with

Ernest Lawrence about Oppenheimer. There may have been some.

Q You mentioned Dr, Pitzer. What was his chversation
aboﬁt Dr. Oppenheimer, and when did 1t take place?

A It was not é converéation. It was some letters
and a speech he made in which he voiced criticism of the GAC,
I think he may have pamed Dr, Oppenheimer and Conant by name,
but it was quite clear he meant these two gentlemen.

Q  What was the substance of that criticism?

A It was general -- I think thespeech was given to
refer to one document -- before some teachérs in the Long
Beach schools shortly after Pitzexr left the Atomic Energy
Commission. The general criticism, although he was somewhat
specific in certain particulars, was that the General
Advisory Committee was not imaginative enough, I remember two
or three things that he criticizéd. One was that they were

very conservative, He may have implied criticism of the
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Commission as well, I have forgottem this. That is, in
setting the standards for the reactors, that we required too
much isolation, I seem to recall that he advocated a rceactor
that would blow up so we would find out what would happen, so
we would finally know.

There were other iftems in the speech that were
'criticale I don't recall any of them in the weapons field,
however,

Q Critical cf whom?

A GAC.,

¢ That would include Dr., Oppenheimer.

A Yes. He #ndoubtedly rmeant Oppenhéimer, as I read it.

Q You said that he suggested that the Commission was
requiring too much isolation on your reactors.

A That is right., I remember specifically he mentioned
the Wahluke Slope, which is 2 large area of sagebrush on the
other side of the Columbia River frmm the Hanford works, He
thought we should have completely opered up the Wahluke Slope
to irrigation and therefore farming and therefore to people,
We were far toco cautious in having a safe area around reactors.

Q Was his suggestion that by locating reactors so far
out in the wilderness you were making it difficult to get
personnel?

A No.

Q Then why did he object to putting reactors out in
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wilderness?

A He thought the day was coming very fast when you
ought to be thinking about central station power plants,

I1f you are going to get in that region, you ought to have
them down near the middle of town. If we took undue safety
measures, we gere far too cautious.

Q Did any scientist ever suggest to you that while
you were on the Commission thét you were putting your
laboratories and reactors too far away, way out ir the woods,
s0 you couldn't get people?

A No, not to get people, but that we were just
unduly safe and we required too much land. We had some 200,000
acres in Idaho and the same at Hanford.

Q Mr., Dean, what I was trying to get at, why did
it make any difference to a scientist if you had ten acres,
10,000 acres or 10 million acres?

A I think Pitzer at that time was arguing that we were
far too cautiocus in our safety standards -- far too cautious,
That was the gmneral gist of his criticism. His épeech is
available, He wrote in some other periodical. I can’'t
place it

Q Now, Mr. Dean, you testified that you read what you
‘described the file on Dr. Oppenheimer.

A The then file,

Q That was the Atomic Energy Commission's clearance




file?

A -Yes, It was a collection of all FBI reports and

things that came in,

Q How many volumes was it?

A I don’t recall,

Q One?

A I have no idea. I have no idea whether it was

one cr two or three,

Q How long did it take you to read it?

A 1 have no idea.
Q An hour or two hours?
A I just don’t recall, I have no idea. I may have

taken it home. 1 have forgotten,

Q Did you read any files of the Manhattan Engineering
District?
A "Yes. 1 recognized when I saw this list of

derogatory information many things that were in that file.
Q In that file?
A Yes.

Q Bhere did you get that file?

A From our security officers, as I recall,
Q It was in your file?

A In the shop,

Q You are sure about that?

A Yes, it was,
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Q if 1 %old you that file had Deen over at the FBI
since 1946, would that change your ansver?

A 1t would not, because Shat is not ths file I read.
1 read the file, if &oa are imputing Lo me -=- Or suggesting
that I Jid not read 2 file on Dr. Oppenhelimer, including the
car ly darogatory, you are wrong.

Q Of cours you had a file, 1 am trying to find out
which one you vead,

A This I couldn't tell you,

Q You don't know whether ycu faad the Manhattan
Engineering Digtrict files or not?

A I can't recall whether it was so labeled., 1t had
material in it dealinmgz with the e¢arlier days.

Q Yes, thoss were reports,

A As I recall, FBI reports.

Q Did you see any tramscripts of questions and answer

interviews with Dr. Oppenheinmer?

A I have seern interviews with the FBI in that file.
Q But thow were not question and answers, were they?
A As I recall, they were summaries of testimony.

Q You said you, I believe, falked to Dr. Opponheimer
about this Crouch matter?

A Yes.

Q And he told you he had never sat in on any Communist

meelting?
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A There was a specific meeting that was referred to
by Crouch,

Q I know., I have a pote here in quotes,"l1 never sat
in on any Communist meeting."” Did he tell you that?

.A I wouldn't be sure of the exact words, What he
did tell me was that he never sat in any meetihg such as this
that Crouch had talked about,

Q Pidyou ask him whether he had ever beén to any

Communist meeting?

A I don't recall,

Q Would that have been a natural question to ask him?
A It might have been.

Q But you don't recall whether you did o r not?

A I don't., I was dealing entirely with new evidence

whidh came up in the Crouch.episode.

Q Yes,
A That is all 1 interrogated him on,
Q But you were undertaking to evaluate him as a

security risk, waren't'you ?

A I had to do that every day,.

Q As a part of thet eQaluation, wasn't it important
to you to know if he had not attended the meeting described
by Crouch, whether he might have attended the other similar
meetings?

A it was not particularly important to me to know
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what kind of meetihags he attended in 1941, 1 had known the
man 1l years before,

Q Ag far as you were concerned, he might have
attended a dozen Communist Party meetings in 19417

A 1 had no evidence from the file,

Q But you said it was not important toyou what
meetings he attended in 1941, is that right?

A It certainly was not important to me at that
time because the only question in my mind was, is Crouch
telling the truth about a specific meeting,

Q That is what 1 am getting at, If he had not
attended tﬁe Crouch meeting, you were not concerned with how
many other similar meetings he attended.

A That was not the issue before me at that time,

Q Would you answer my question?

A All right.

Q If he had nog attended the Crouch meeting, vyou
were not concerned with how many other Communist meetings he
might have attended?

A At that time, no, I was not,

Q Mr. Dean, I will read you the question and answer.
I have before me, Mr, Dean, which I received from a reliable
source, and having been Washington --

A There are both kinds, reliable and unreliable.

Q You will know that the testimony at the executive
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sessicns of Congress cannot be released without a vote of
the committee, and so forth,

A Yas, \

Q - 1 have reason to believe thatzthe following %ook
place at a meeting of the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy
on February 21, 1952, I will rsad you this and ask youif
you remember it, and if you have any comment to make on it.

MR, GARRISON: Mr, Chairman, I make the sane
objection to reading from documents that can't be shown and
looked at. He says he has reason to believe they represont
what too k place.

ME., GHRAY: I would ask counsel wﬁether he can
summaxrize what he understands to be the situation.

MR, ROBB: I will try it that way.

BY MR, ROBB:

Q Do you recall, Mr, Dean, that there was a meeting.
up there in February 1952, at which you testified?

A I was there about once a week for about four years.

Q fhaﬁ is why 1 wantea to read this to you to see if
it rang a bell,

A Am I supposed to be testifying at this point or
someone elsa?

Q I am just about to read it. As I understand it,
Senator Hickenlooper was talking,‘ahd you were on the stand,

and you stated that "progress had been sudden and remarkable

[
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in the last two years.”

Senator Hickenlooper then said, "I might tend to
agree with your statement that you made some substantial
progress, Imean I may be reckless fqr not going fastexr, but
the General Advisory Committee in 1949 was against the
hydrogen project. A majority of the Commission was a gainst
the hydrogen project. ‘If you will read the wminutes which
you probably have, you will find it stopped on dead center
there anc¢ never even got started until late 1949, or perhaps
I think the Chairman went after them and raised the dewvil
ard the committee e¢xpressed its thinking we ought to move on
that project. But 1 do think there was an inertia there
for a long period of time. I wish to say the lease has not
been pic?ed up except in the last couple of years,”

"Mr. Dean. This i; true.”

Do you racall that taking place, or anything like
that?

A It might have been,

MR, BARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I tﬁink that ending
abruptly at this point I have no idea what else Mr, Dean may
have added to that,

THE WITNESS: 1Is there something that follows that?

MR, GARRISON: Or what the mnext topic of conversa-
tion is?

’ H
MR. ROBB: Yes, I will read the next:

v
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in the last two years.'”

Senator HiCkenlooper fhen said, "I might tend to
agree with your statement that you made some substantial
progress; Imean I may be reckless for not going faster, but
the Gereral Advisory Committee in 1949 was against the
hydrogen project. A majority of the Commission was a gaiunst
the hydrogen project. If you will read the minutes which
you probably have, you will find it stopped on dead ceunter
there andbnever even got started until late 1949, or perhaps
I think the Chairman went after them and raised the devil
and the committee expressed its thinking we ought to wmove on
that project. But I do think there was an inertia there
for a long period of time, I wish to say the lease has not
been picked up except'in the last couple of years,"

"Mr., Dean. This is true,"

Do you racall that taking placé9 or anything like
that?

A It might have been,

MR, BARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I think that ending
abruptly at this point I have no idea what else Mr, Dean may
have added to that.

THE WITNESS: 1Is there something that follows that?

MR, GARRISON: Or what the next topic of conversa-
tion is?

MR. ROBB: Yes. I will read the mext:
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"dickenleeper: So the whole hydrogen projzct
has suffered from an inertia since 19445, Based upon the
limitations of the experiments and the knowledge at that
time in 1946, we had two or threec expositions of the feasi-
bility of this hydrogen prﬁject and flat statements from
reliable peoplc that in their opinion the hydrogen oxplosion
was feasible based upon what they had learmed up to that time,
They said there were things they had to prove, That is very
true., But thers was a complete inertia and the General
Advisory Committee was partly responsible for that, and the
Commission was paftly responsible for that, because both of
them'by majority vote édvised against going into the hydrogen
problem.”

MR, GARRISON: This is all Senator Hickenlooper?

MR, ROEB: Yes, sir,

"Some of the reasons ware put on moral grounds,
others were put on the question of feasibility, but there
was that inertia, and that has contributed to us being no
farther along than we are at the moment ., . . .”

BY MR. ROBB;

Q Mr, Dean, wes there inertia?

MR, GARRISON: Did Mr. Dean.make any comment?

MR. ROBB: No, sir, not that I have here,

THE WITNESS: The full text of the hearing might

be enlightening to the Board,
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MHE, ROBB: T don't have that., I am sorry,

THE WIINESS: I am sure you can get it from the
Joint Committee., The word "inertia'" is perhaps not the best way
to degseribe a very complicated situation, If I can go back
into a 1little hi@ﬁafyﬂ‘and I think this does become important
because of these popular charges 1 have seen of delay in the
hydrogoen bounb.

MR, ROBB: That is why I wanted to get your views,

MR, GRAY: Let‘me interrupt again, It is now
after one o'clock,

MR, ROBB: That is my last cuestion. It ig entirely
up to Mr, Dean how long he talks, unless he suggests something
in his answer that makes wme ask another question.

THE WITNES3: 1t depends on what you mean by
inertia. It was known in the Los Alamos lab and long
before the Los Alamos lab, perhzps 20 years before Los
Alamos was created, and may2e much before that, that cne
way of getting Horrific amounts of energy was through the
fusion process. But no one forxrwsaw a way to do it because
you could not get the heat to fuse, There is a story 1
remember running into when 1 first went to the Commission about
a scientist geoing to the Mayor of Moscow, I believe, and
sayiag, "If you will give me all the electrical energy that
lights the city of Miscow, in ogg night, I will somehbw

corcentrate this and bring about a fusion reaction.” It had
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been writt=2n about. I don't know hew he was going to d
this, but that was the idea. It has been written about in
popular form. The principle was well known,

But at the end of the war, as you know from history,
Los Alamos just like everything else in our defense efiort
slowaed down. The boys came home and literally the scientists
went home. It was at a low state of morale, We were working
on an A bomb. There was no incentive pafticularly at
this time to develop an H bomb,

The incentive came, it segemed to me,.for the first
time -- although some theoretical work was being done ~- you
just don't make an H bomb, You go out and measure the cross
sections of various elements and combinations of elements,
There is a lot of fundamental work that goes on before you
even think of developing a badget,

The incentive came in 1949 to develop the H bomb.,
"This came almost eﬁtirely from the A bomb explosion by the
Russians., What do you mean by inertia at Los Alamos? The
A bomb program was going., Should you divert your people to
an H bomb program at that point? Nobody else did anywherse
in our defense establishment, We cut down our Navy, ws put
it in moth balls and all these thing happened because the
war was over. You don't get incentives out of a peacetime
situation such as you had at the close of the war.,

The Russians gave us ap incentive to work on

¥
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something, and we went to it, The delays or insrtia are
not realis%tic, They are not good words to describe what
transpir®d, We never saw anything that really had a chance
until the Princeton meeting in June of 1951, We never had
a chance,

You will always get some sciontists to say, "I
think I know a way to do", and you always give him a chance
to draw it out amd spell it out and interrogate him. But
all the competent people in our program, even those enthusiastic
for H Bomb program, say, in thgspring of 1950,, were pretty
blue people because it didn't look like you could do it
unless you came up with a new idea.

The new idea came up in the Princeton meeting in June
of 1850. 1 don't know what words you apply to situations
like that that are complicated. Inertia probably is not a
good word. There was not incentive to o it. There was every
incentive to make your A-sbockpile strong.

MR, ROBB: One further question is suggested, Mr,
Chairman.,

3Y MR. ROBBE:

Q Mr. Dean, do you kpoow anything about an order in
December 1952, to move Dr_a Oppenheimer 's papers back to
Washington?

A December 19527 Yes, it was domne on my orders,

Q Why was that?



A Because his job had terminated as Chairman of the
GAC. I thought that it was only proper that all the papers

which Dr. Oppenheimer had in his capacity as Chairman should

be brought into Washington, As I recall, I sent up Mr. LaPlante

and Mr. Roy Snapp, Mr. Rolander may have gone up, one or two
people to inventory those papers and remove from the files
the GAC things. We were actually thicking of anothar
facility for the then Chairman, Dr. Rabi, and we were
exploring whether it should go to Columbia,

Q@ @ Vhen did Dr. Oppenheimer's job as Chairman expire?

A August 1982,

Q He was at that time consultent to the Commission,
was he not, in.lg Decembexr 19527

A In Becsmber 1952, he was a comsultant. I don't
know to what extent he consulted, but he was a cleareé
consultant.

Q Did you move those GAC papers out or did you
éhange your mind about it?

A No, we moved out'all those that dealt with that.
We did mot take thinzgs that he had tc have as a consultant
and he was a consultant at four or five places. None of
this was done for security matters, but as a matter of good
administration. The papers necessary for the Chairman of
GAC we removed because we had a new Chairman,

MR, ROBB: That is all.,
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My, GRAY: I have a couple ol questiouns, iir. Dean,
if I may, I an sorry to hold vecu here,

THE WITNESE: 1t is all zigh?v.

MR, GRAY: 1 awm confused ~-- not altogether from
your testimony -- but I am generally confused about the
instructions to the GAC for the'0ctober 29, 1949, uceting,

THE WITNESE: I did not formulate those sc my
recollection is a 1ittle hazy.

MR. GRAY: Were you then Chairman?

TH: WITKESS: I wes not Chairman, I was a member,
I wert on in May as a momber, Mr., Lilisenthal was then

0

Chairman, Then the meeting took place in October 1949,
MR, GRAY: From what you sayyou can't clear up

my confusion very much, ityou don't know.

THE WITNESS: I mght be able to if I saw.a document.

Is there a document?

MR, GRAY: There isa letter,

THE WITNESE: UWsually we write the GAC, Mhr. Chairman,
in advance of a meeting and we say, ''We wﬁuld like to have
youxr views on s0 many topilcs,and it is usually about a page
or two page letter. That is customary. I would think that
was done in connection with the Oétober meeting.

MR. GRAY: There was a letter signed by an Acting
Chairman at one point, I don't recall whather He is to be a

witness here or not, Mr. Piks.
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MR, GARRISON: I believe so, Mr, Chairman, Ihave
not heard from him,

MR, GRAY: ’Actually you were not in charge at that
time.

THE‘WITNESS: No, I was not.

MR, GRAY: You éaid following the Princeton meeting,
the members of the GAC, or some of them, if this is a
correct gquotation, went to great pains to help out in the
H bomb program. Do you remember saying that?

THE WITNESS: Yes, they were certainly enthusiastic.
It would be hard for me to explain precisely what ghey did.

MR, GRAY: The great pains ié adequate for ne,

I am trying to identify people rather than effort. Was
Dr. Obpenheimer one of those who went to great pains in your
judgment ?

THE WITNESS: He cerfainly expressed enthusiasm.

MR, GRAY: I will put my question this way: bid
you mean to include him in that earlisr statement?

THE WITNESS: Yes, definitely. I never saw a
meeting and we had many with more unaaimity.

MR, GRAY: This is not a mesting. This is
following the wmeeting. You said in your direct testimody
that many of the GAC members present at that meeting helped
at great pains with the program and you intended to include

Dr, Oppenheimer?
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THE WITNESS: 1 did, yes.

MR. GRAY: This is a change of pace., Do you recall
who the security officer of the Atomic Energy Commission
was at the time you examined the files, whatever they weare,
.with respect to Dr. CppenBeimer?

?HE WITNESS: We had a hiatus in thereabout that
time which would be Admiral 8ingrich, I am not sure when 1
had thiz conversation with Dr, Oppenheimer on the Crouch
matter that Captair Waters had taken office or not,

MR, GRAY: I had in mind the time that you examined
the files.

THE WITNESS: That is the ome I have reference to,

MR, GRAY: 1 suppose the record will reflect.

THE WITNESS: 1 just don't recall., The record
will reflect who was the security officer,

MR, GRAY: You made the observation that Dr,
Oppenheimer was cleared in 1947 by the Atomic Energy
Commission, |

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR, GRAY: I am a little confused as to any
direct action on that point, although the record may show
something to the contrary.

THE WITNESS: The only reason I can say anything
about it is that I had occasion to 1ook it up once to make

sure @vout the c‘l;eara nce..
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M3, GRAY: It is your recollection --

THE WITNESS: I was not there, but I remember
something in the files showing that there had been
Commission action in 1947,

ME, GRAY: That is what I was confused omn as to
specific Commission action.

MR, GARRISON: Mr, Chairman, I have a letter fro
the General Manager about that, statingthat there was official
action, I should like to introduce it in the record after,
lunch,

ME, ROBB: I think you already did,

MR, GARRISON: I guess I did. I think you are
.rightc

MR, SILVERMAN: There is a stipulation on the first
day, Mr, Chairman,

MR, GRAY: Mr, Dean, we had a n earlier witress
before the Commission who testified that never once in his
long service in the government did he have any drafts of
communications prepared for him, and he never wrote a letter
which he had not persomnally written amd so forth, You
said that you drafted a letter for the President to send to
Dxr, Oppenheimer, Did he use the draft?

THE WITNESS: He did.

MR, GRAY: You were asked the question whether

. you felt that Dr. Oppenheimer today is a security risk, and
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your answer was clearly in the negative, There seemed to
be no question,

TEE WITNESS: That is correct,

MB, GRAY: That is against the framework of she
Atomic Energy Commission Act of 1946, the terms of whiéh
you are familiar with?

THE WiITNESS: Yes.

ME, GBAY: One final guestion and I am through.
At one point you said that there was criticism of the GAC
by some scientists and yom named one or two,

THE WITNESS: Dr, Pitzer, I thinl{n

ME, GRAY: .In that éonnection you said of course
that meant Dr, Qppenheimer. Did you mean to say that nmeant
Dr., Oppenleimer? Did you wmean to say it included him?

THE WITNESS: 1 meant it 1nc1uded Dr. Oppenheimer,

MR, GEAY: I would like to be clear on this point,

THE WITNESS: Yes; 1 am sorry 1 left that
impression. I know it certainly included Dr., Oppenheimer.
It included Dr, Conant and it may have included all of the
GAD., 1t would certainly have included Dr. Oppenheimer. I
don't have the document, but that is certainly the impression
I el at the time it came out,

DR, EVANS: Mr, Dean, I am somewhat confused, and I
am asking for informatiomn to clear my own mind, as to what we

are doing here, I have been on a number of these committees,




and we had certain qudlifications to go by, loyalty,
association and character., Let us take loyalty., Just what
does that mean?

THE WITNESS: To me?

HR, EVANS: Yes. Does that mean loyalty to your
friend, logalty to your country, or both?

THE WITNESS: No, Whon I’use the term "loyzlty”
and when I %estified that I believed Dr. Oppenheimer
without equivocation was loyal, 1 meant loyal to his country,
that he has given very strongly of his time and energies,
that he has so far as I have been aware always aﬁtempted
to come up with the answer to any trouble, and there have been
hundreds which were presented to him which were sirengthening
his country, rather than weakening his country. That is all
I mean by loyalty.

DR, EVANS: Associations; do we have to go by that?

THE WITNESS: I think associations definitely must
be weighed in any of these things. It is a question of the
weight that is attached.

DR, EVANS: I am just asking for information,

THE WITNESS: Yes.

DR, EVANS: It becomes so fogged up in my own
mind I don't quite know what 1 am doing.

THE WITNESS: 1If you wish my opiniom on this, I

think associations have to be weighed. 1 think they have
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to be weighed, howevar, very carefully in the light of

the circumstances and the time in which the association was
‘made, 1 am nrt sure had I first seen Dr. Oppenheimor as a
younz man in the late Twenties and early Thirties, and met
him in the =ztmosphers of Berkeley in 1939 and 1940, whether
I could cleaxr Dr, Cppenheimer. I feel entirely different
about him having watched hi m closely over a perod of four
years,>and having evaluated quite carefully his sexrvice to
his country, and certainly to the Atomic Energy Commission.
I think the Associations must be weighed in those circum-
stances,

DR, EVANS: Of course, all scientific people know
the value of a man like Dr. Oppenheimer, I amjost trying to
get these things cleared up so that I can act like an
intelligent individual. If a man would be more loyal to his
friends thar he would be to his country, I don't know
where 3{‘am°

THE WITNESS: 1 think Dr. Oppenheimer, if I can
volunteer this, the lbyalty of which 1 speak is loyalty to
his country. I think that is uppermost., 1 might even say he
might be more loyal to his country thanm his friemds. 1 am
sure he would be because he ranks it higher.

DE, EVANS: 1 have no more cuestions,

MRo GARRISON: Mr, Chairman, I realize how late

the hour is., Would you indulge me in two questions and that
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will be all?
DR, GRAY: Yes,
EEDIBRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR, GAREISON:

Q I think you said in interviewiﬁg Dr, Oppenheimer
about the Crouch inciéent you had no concern -- this was a
guestion put to you by counsel about inquiring into other poséibb
meetings of the past that he might have it. .Did you mean by
that that you didn't care about past associations?

A No., I didn't mean to leave that impression, The
impression I meant to leave was this, that I had no occasion
at this time to evaluate anything particularly except this
current piece of informatiom, I did take occasiomn, however,
to go lack on the file which had already been in the
Commission and on which he had been cleared in 1947, and went
through it, and 1 saw this association evidence,

Q You were asked whether you knew well the two’
personalities of Dr, Teller and Dr. Oppenheimer. This
question wags asked in connection with Dr, Teller's attempt
to recruit men for the project. You hwe already talked
about Dr. Oppenheimer's personality. Would you give us your
impression of Dr. Teller's p@rsonality% particuhArly with
reference to the problem of recruitment?

A Dr, Teller is a very, very able man, He is a

genius., There is no guestion about it., He has .contributed
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much in the way of ideas to our weapons devébpment, Ho is
a very good friend of mine and 1 admire him. Ha is a very
difficult man to work with, as sometimes happensc Dr, Teller
did not work well at Los Alamos, and left there on two
occasions. I was responsible on both occasions for getting
him %o go back. 1 was finally responsible, 1 thiok in
part, for finding a haven for Dr, Telley, because wg nedded
him, But you can't\break up a whole Los Alamos laboratory
for one man, no matter how geood he is, and that was a problem.
I don't want to be too derogatory in my appraisal of Taller,
because 1 could not sing his praises enough as to his
contributions, He is not an administrator. I am sure when
he went out to recruit there are people saying, "All right,
Edward, we will work with you some place; but somebody has
tp run the show. Somebody has to pick up the papers and
take the administrative load." Teller is not that type of
person., So I can conceive that Edward would have great
difficulty in recruiting people, I think if you will call
upon scme of the people from Los Alamos, they will give you
the same impression., It is not that they don't like Edward,
It is not a guestionof likes or dislikes, It is a question
of his personality. You have to find a peculiar'environ@ent
in which he does his best work,

RECROSS EXAMINATION

f
BY MR, ROBB:
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Q Was ome reason why Dr., Teller left Los Alawmos
that he felt that mot enough emphasis was being given to
. the thermonuzlear?

A 1 suppdse that might be said to be true., He
certainly differed with the head of the laboratory, Dr.
Bradbury, as to the organization of a thermonuclear setup.
I tended to think that Bradbury's judgment on the organization
of which he was head was better than Teller's so far as
organization went. Yet we wanted Teller in the program
somewhere, That was a problem,

Q Dr. Teller did think that not enough emphasis was
being given to the thermonuclear, didn't he?

A Yes. Dr., Teller has thought of some other things
which were not true, |

Q Yes.

A Such as the type of weapon which was thought of
in 1949 was a good weapon. We know today it would never have
been a good weapon, I admire him for his enthusiasm and
optimism and pushing the frontiers of knowledge ir order to
goet some kind of badget, but I am glad we didn't go after
that particular weapon.

Q Now, Mr, Dean, the answer tc my question was yes,
wasn't it?

A State it again.,

Q by, Teller felt that not enough emphasis was
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being given to the thermonuc lear?

A

emphasis,

Ch, I suppose that is true; not his kind of

ME, ROBB: That is all., Thank you,

ME, GRAY: We will recess now, gentlemen,

I would like to thank Mr. Dean for coming before us,
MR, DEAN: 1It's a pleasure,

MR, GRAY: We will reconvene af 2:30,

(Thereupon at 1:25 o'clock P.m.,, 8 recess was

taken until 2:30 p.m.,, the same day.)
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AFTERNOON SESSION 2:30 P.M,

MR, MARKS: Mr, Garrison has asked me to say that
he had told this panel at omne of the hearings last weel:, which
I did not attend, what my part was in this case. Subsequenﬁly
he consulted with}me again, and told me that the conduct of
the proceedings was turning out to be & very much wmore massive
undertaking than he had planned for and asked me whether I
w&uld help more actively, and I agreed to. Hemms asked me
this afternoon to carry om until he caﬁ roejoin the proceedings,
He is now taking care of some other business connected with
the case,

MR, GRAY: The next witness is Hans Bethe,
Do you wish to testify under cath, Dr. Bethe?

DR, BETHE: Yes, I do.

MR, GRAY: You are nof required to, but all the
witnesses have, Would you be good énough té stand and
raise your right hand, please?

Hans Bethe, do you swear that the testimony you
aré to give the Board shall be the truth, the whole truth
ang nothing bpt the truth, so help you God?

DR, BETHE: 1 do.
Whereupon,

HANS BETHE

was called as a witness, and having besn first duly sworn,

was eXamined and testified as follows:
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ME. GRAY: Will you be seated, sir,

It is my duty to remind you of the penalties
provided by tﬁe United States Ccde, by the statute known
as the perjury statute. I should be glad to read thoge, if
you think it necessary, but 1 gather you are familiar with
them?

THE WITNESS: I don't think it would be‘necessarya

MR, GRAY: Second, I should like to requestAthaf
if in the course of your testimony you should disclose
any restricted data, 1 would ask you to notify me in advance,
so that we might take appropriate steps if the circumstances
require,

I was about to say we have a classification officer

present, but we don't, so 1 would ask you therefore to be

careful in that respsct.

Finally, 1 should say to you that the proceedings
and record of this Board are regarded as confidential
between the Commission and its officials, and Dr. Oppenheimer
and his representatives and witresses. The Atomic Energy
Commission will not ﬁake the initiative in any public releases
rglating to these proceedings,' and -on behalf of the Board, I
exprass the hope that witnesses will take the Qame view of
the matter,

W¥ould you proceed now, pleacse,



DKRECT,EXAMINATION
BY MR, MARKS:

Q Dr. Bethe, will you piease identify yourself and
give a little account of your professional background?

A I am a professor of physics. 1 have been a
pofessor at Cornell University since 1935, I have been at
Cornell all the time except during the war years when I was
absent on war worik, including a prolonged stay at Los Alamos
Scientific Laboratory.

I am also this year the President of the Amorican

Physicel Society.

-Q You are a member also of the National Academy of
Science?

A I am,

w Are you an American citizen?

A Yes,

Q By paturalization?

A Yes,

Q When did you come to this country?

A In 1935,

Q And where did you come from?

A I cume originally from Germary. I left Germany in
1933 because of the Nazi persecutions when I knew that I
could not hold office under the Nazi regime. I first.went

to England and then came to this country.
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Q Since the war years hzve you had any conpection
with the atomic energy program?

A Yes, 1 havea., I hay@ veen a consultant to several
laboratories of the Atomic Energy Commission. I have spent
most of wy comsultations for the Los Alamos Labbr:atofyo 1
have almost regularly spent summers at Los Alamos since 1949,
I belicve, 1 have taken off a whole semester in the spring
of 1952 %o hglp the Los Alamos work,

Q How would you describe your role, as that of a
consultant?

A I am a consultant on mattees of theoretical physics.
I believe 1 am one of the chief comsultants in theoretical

physics to Los Alawos,

Q What was your first acquaintance with Dr. Oppenheimer?
A I first met Dr, Oppenheimer very briefly during a
meeting of the Germamnphysical Society at a regional section
of it in 1929°
Q ¥hen was ;ouf nexﬁ connection with him?
A The next that 1 romember was in 1940 on the
cccasion of a meeting of the American Physical Society at
Seattle, Washington.
Q What héve heen your associations or contacts with
him since that time?

A I have seen him quite frequently, especially we

had a very deep association during the Los Alamos time, during




1547
the war, when he was the director of the laberatory, and 1
was ﬁhe leader of the theorstical division of Los Alamos,

Q dow oftén have you seen him since the war?

A I would say an average of perhaps three ffmes &
year, some years more, some years less,

Q Have these contacts since the war had anything
do with your offié¢ial connections with the atcmic energy
program?

A Yes, many of the contacts had. Some wers purely
on mattérs of physics outside the atomic energy program, but
many of our coatacis lwe been connected with the atomic energy
program, I in my capacity as consultant to Los Alawos, and
he in his capacity as Chairman of the General Advisory
Committee, not that these contacts were also formal in a
meeting of the Advisory Committee, but we often talked about
these matters,

Q Dr., Bethe, have you read the letter of feneral
Nichois and Dr. Oppenheimer's reply?

A Yes, 1 have.

Q How far back does your own familiarity with Dr.
Oppenheimer's political associations and activities go?

A I --

Q And what do you know about them?

A 1 heard about his political inclinations in 10638

from some gzood friends of ours, Dr. Weisskopf and Dr., Placzek,
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who is mentioped in Dr, COppenheimer's answer lettoy, and
I understood irom them that he was inclined father far to
the left,

Q Coming to the work on the atomic bomb, would you
tell us briefly about the part that you and he played in the
work in this subjéct before Los Alamos was formed and then
subsequently during the Los Alamos days?

A Our association began in 1942, on this matter,

Dr. Oppenheimer called together a group of theoretical
physicists, to discuss the way how an atomic bomb could be
assembled. This was a small group of about seven people or so,
We met in Berkeley far the summer of 1942, We first thought

it would be a very simple thing to figure out this problem

and we soon saw how wrong we were,

Q What about Los Alamos? When did you join the Los
Alamos group?

A. Between that time and Los Alamos, there first was
the tine when Los Alamos was being created. It was a very
hard task to create this laboratory. Most scientists were
already involved in war work very deeply and it required
somebody of very great enthusiasm te persuade them to leave
their Jobs and to join the new entsrprise of Los Alamos,

I think nobody elss could have done this than Dr, Oppenkhimer,
He was successful in getting together a group of feally

outstanding people.
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At Los Alanos, as I mentioned before, we had very
close relations because I was the leader of one of the
divisions, one 1 believe of seven divisions, We met almost
daily, certainly at least once a week,

In Los Alamos again i want to say how‘difficult a
job it wés and it seams to me that no enterprise guite as hard
as this had ever been attempted before. I believe thast
Oppenheimer had‘absolutely unique qualifications for this
job and that the success is due mostly to him and mostly to
his leadership in the project,

Q What wers some pf the factors that made it so
difficult?

A There were many. One was in the technical work
itself,

Q I simply wanted to indicate the nature of the
difficulty.

A It was that all the time new difficulties came up
in different comnnections, mew technical difficulties which
had to be solved.

Q Apart from technical difficulties,

A Apart fro that, one great difficulty was that
scientists are great individualists, and many of the
scientists there had very diferent ideas how to® proceed, We
nezded a unifying force and this unificiation could only be

dom by a man who really understood everything and was
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recognized by evervibody as superior in judgment and superior
in knovwldge %o a2ll of us, This was our director., It was
also a watter cof character, of devotiom to the job, of the
will to succoed. It was a matter of judgment of selecting
the right cre amonz many different approaches. 1t was a
matter of keoping people satisfied that they had a part
in the laboratory, and we all had the feeling that we had a
part ir the running of the laboratory, and that at the sane
time at the head of the laboratory somebody whko understcoed more
than we did.

Q Wzs there any notable exceptions to this?

A Thee were a few notabie exceptions. There wsere
people who were dissatisfied. Among them was Dr, Teller,

Q Why was he dissatisfied?

A He had --

Q By the way, am I right that he was on your staff?

A e was on wmy staff., I relied -- andI hoped to rely
very heavily on him %o help our @ork in theoretical phvsics,
1t turned out that he did pnot want to cooperate., He did unot
want to work on the agreed line of research that everybody
else in the laboratory had agreed to as the fruitful line,
He alwesys suggested new things, new deviations, He did nof
do the work which he and his group were supposed to do in
the framswork of the theoretical division, So that In the

end there was nt choice but to reliev him of any work in the
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gonexra: 1lina of the development of Los Alamos, and to
permit him to pursue his own ideas entirely unrelated to the
World War II work with his own group outside of the
theoretical division,
This was quit @ a blow to us because there ware
very few gualified men who could carry m that worlk.

Q Turning %o another subject, Dr, Bethe, what was the
attitude of Dr. Oppenheimer with respect to the requirements
of security at Los Alamos?

A He was very security minded compared %o
practically all the scientists. He occupied a position very
much irtermadiate between the Army and the scientists, The
scientists pensarally weye vsed to free discussion and free
discussion of course was allowed in the laboratory;nmpletely
and this was one of the reasors for putting it at the remote
place, However, many of us did not see sometimes the need
for the strictaess of the requirements and Dr. Oppenheimer
was, 1 think, considerably more ready to see this need and to
enforce security rules.

Q Is that what you mean by occupying a position
intermediate between the scientists and the Army?

A Thét is what I mean.

Q Let me ask you, Dr. Bethe, if you can speak of it,
what views did the scientists have about the moral or humane

problems that many people have discerned in the atomic bomb
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progran at Los Alamos.

A I am unhappy to admit that dnring the war -- at
least 1 did not -- pay much attention to this. We had a job
to do and a very hard one, The first thing we wantsd to do
was to get the job dome. 1t seemed to us most importart to
contriktute to victory in the way we could., Cnly whan our
labors were finally compileted when the bomb dropped on Japan,
only then or a little bit before then maybe,‘did we start
thinking about the moral implications.

Q What did you think about that brvwhat did the
scienitsts generally think about it?

A Thore was a2 general belief that this was a tremendous
weapon that we had brought into the world and that wé might
have been responsible for.incredible destruction in the
future. That we had to do whatever we could to tell peopie,
especially the people of the United States, what an atomic bomb
meant, and that we should tr s as much as possible tb urge an
international agreement on atomic weapons in order to
eliminate them as weapons from war if this could be agreed
to by all the major natioms.

Q I would like to come back to that subject, Dr,
Bethe, but first let me ask you'whethei you were familiar
at the tiwme -~ that is, at the close of the war -- with the
problems that were posed by the so-called May-Johnson Bill

for domestic control of atomic energy?
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A I was, yes.

Q Was that bill a subject of interest and discussion
at Los Blamos, and if so, in what terms?

A It was to a considerable extent, although not as
much as some other laboratories of the Manhattan District,
Most oi the scientists at Los Alamos were opposed Lo the
May-Johnson Bill,

Q Why?

A It perpetuated Army control which we had felt
was rather irksome and work was perhaps not conducive to the
best results in research during peacetime., It included a
lot of very severe and unprecedented stipubticns as to
punishwents for amost any move a scientist might make,
Finally, it seagmed to us that it made it very much harder
than necessary tc achieve international control, which seemed
tu os the most important aim. |

¢ Do ybu know what position Dr, Oppenheimer tock
‘on this subject?

A Yes. Dr. Oppenheimer supported the May-Johnsen
Bill, and he was very much attacked for this by some of his
colleagues. 1 personally did not feel very strongly, by
the way. He supported the May-Johnsen Bill be;ause he thought
that this was the only way to preserve the laboratories as
running units ¢o continue the work for the time being, rather

than to have an interimduripng which the laboratories might
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disintegrate.

Q Dr, Bethe, I would like to raturn ncw to this subject
of international control of atomic energy which you mentioned.
Did you obsevvae as time went on, that is, from the close of
the war during the next couple of years, any change in
attitudes on the part of scientists and on the part of Dr,
Oppenheimer on this subject?

A Yes, definitely sc,

Q Would you speak'of that?

A Dr. Cppenheimer wzs one of the members of the
Lilienthal Board which worked out the American plan for
international comtrol,

Q What date was that?

A That was in the spring of 1846, 1 can't put it
very much closer., In the early spring of 1946. Then he was
an advisor to Mr. Baruch who was the American representative
to the United States, At all these times he put a great effort
into awvorking out a ﬁlan which would give this country
some measure of security from future atomic war,

However, the actual negotiations started in the
United Natioas Atomic Energy Commissiocn end it was soon evident-—
Q That would still be in 19467
A That was s%ill in 194€, 1t started in June 1946,
I think., 1t was soon evident, at least to Dr. Oppenheimer,’

that the Russian attitude was very inflexible.




c How do you knpw that, Dr, Bethe? It was soon
evideni, you say.

A I.have kmpwn it as a fact only as of January 1947,

Q ¥hat happened then?

A In January 1947, 1 macde a visit to Berkselsy %o
give sowe lectures, and Dr. Oppenheimer and I had some
conversations, -- gquite longvcomversations - about the fate
of the atomic energy control plan. He told me then that he
had given up all hops that the %ussians.would agree @c a
plan which would give security zmd in particuiar --

Q Security to whom?

A To all of.us° Te us, 1 suppose, as well as to themn,
Particularly he pointed out how much the Russian plan was
designed to serve the Russian interests and no other |
interests, namely, to deprive us immediately of the one
weapon which would stop the Russians from going into Western
Europe; if they so chose, and not give us any guarantee on
the other hand that there would really be a control of
atomic energy, not give us any guarantee that we would be
safe f:rom Russian atomic attack at some later time,

I have heard him talk about this subject quite
often, the first Zftme in January of 1947.
Q What were your own views at that time?
A I had mot seen things very.clearly° I still had

considérabb hope that international agreement could be
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achieved, and 1 kpnow pow that 1 was quite wrohg° In fact,
I saw right thep that 1 was guite wrong, 1 was guite
pessimistic 2t that time, but 1 thought this was such an
important subjoct that the Russians would finally have to see
that it was in their interest, as well as ours, to have a real
control plam with sowme teeth in it,

Q Dig yoﬁr own views change?

A My own views changed, and I think perhaps partly
influenced by the discussion I had with Dr., Cppenhzimer, I
certainly thought bhat there was aot much hope and 1
certainly agreaed that the Russiaa plan was all that Dr,
Oppenheimer had represettsd it to be,

Q Dr. Bethe, let me go back for a moment., I think
you saii that you had been told in the 1ate‘Thirties that
Dr. Oppenheimer's, i think you used ths phrase '"extreme
left wing political views, That was between the time when
you first met hiw in 1829 and ycur later closeness to him?

A Yes,

Q When you again met Dr. Oppenheimer, after this brief
meeting that you described in 1929, what were your own

observations about his political orientation?

A They were very surprising to me.
Q When would this heve been?
A That was in 1940. At the Physical Society meeting

in Ssattle, Washington, we had a long evening in which
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political miitters were discussed., This was in late June, I
believe, of 1940. It was just after the f£all of France, and
I felt very deeply that a great catastraophe had happened to
the world. At this converstion, Dr, Oppenheimer talked for
quite & long time in this same sense,

(Mr, Garrison entered the ioomc)

THE WITNESS: He told all of us how muck France
wmeant to the western world, and how the fall of France meant
an end of many things that he had considered prewvious &ud
that now the western civilization was really in a critical
situation, and that i1t was very necessary to ¢do something to
save the values of western civilizatiﬁn°

BY MB, MARKS:

Q Coming baclk , now, -to the pestwar period, you told
us that you were congultant at Los Alamos after you left Los
Alamos. In that connection did you observe what, if any,
influence the General Advisory Committee of the Atomic
Energy Commission had on the course of events at Los Alamos
Laboratory?

A I could observe this to some extenh, perhaps not
encugh because 1 was not at Los Alamos between January of
1946 and the summer of 1947,

Q Just ®ell us about the pericd from 1947 on., What
was the influence, if you know of it, of the @eneral Advisory

Committes on the course of events,
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A I know that the General Advisory Committeo
always was very helpful to Los Alamos, agd thatvthe Los
Alanos psople repsatedly told me that one could always get
support for the best 1doas in weapons development at the
Genera? Advisory Committse., It was that orgapization in the
governmant which had the greatest kmowledge azbout thess
matters, and from what I know about the Los Alamocs Work, every
importent developmont in weaponcs which was done at Los Alamos
was strongly supported by the General Advisory Commitiee.

Q From the end of the war to the latter part of 1949,
did you have any part in thermonuclear research at Los Alawmos?

A Not much., I mainly wcrked cn fission weapons,
However, there was some minor application of thermonuclear
p}inciplas which was worked on at Los Alamos during the summer
of 1949, and in which I participated. This turned out very
useful later on.

Q Afer the explosion of the Russian A bomb, was there
any change in the character of your work?

A Yes,

Q Would you describe what happened?

A Should I --

Q A=z to yourself.

A In Cctober of 1949 I had a visit from Dr. Teller
at Los Alamos,

Q Youwers at Los Alamos?
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A No, he was at Los Alamos, I was in Ithica, He
came to visit me as he was also visiting several other

scientists, and he tried to persuade ne to come to Los

Alamos full time, and to help evolve full scale thermconuclear

weapons.

Q Dr, Bethe, there has been some talk in these
proceedings about the General Advisory Committee meeting
towards the end of Octoeber of 1049,

A May I go on?

Q I beg your pardon. I am sorry.

A At the time Dr. Teller visited me, 1 had very
great internal conflicts what I should do, Dr, Teller was
presenting to me some ideas of his technical ideas which
seemed to make technically more feasible ohe phase of the
thermonuclear program. I was quite inpressed by his ideas.

On the other hand, it seemed to me that it was a
very tarrible undertaking to develop a still biggexr bomb,
and 1 was entirely undecided and had long discussicns with
my wifas,

Q When did this occur?

A This was early in October, as far as 1 remember,
may hsve been the middle of October; but some time between
early and middle of October., What I should do? 1 was
deeply trouble what I should do, It seemed to me that the

development of thérmonuclear weapons would not sdlve any of

It




1060

e difficultieg that we found ourselves in, and yet 1 was
not guite sure whether I should refuse,

Q Did you coasult Dr,. Oppenheimer about what to do
and if so, approximately when?

A I 4id consuit Dxr. Oppenheimexr, In fact, I had a
meeting with hinm together with Dr., Teller, Thiws was just a
few davs later, I think only two days later, or three, than
my first meeting with Dr. Teller. So this would again be
a round the middle of October, and perhaps a little earlier.
I found Dr. Oppenheinmer cequally undecided and equally
troubled in his mind about what should be done., I did not
get from him the advice that I was hoping to get, That is,
*did not get from him advice from either direction to decide
me either way.

He montioned that ope of the members of the Gemneral
Advisory Committee, namely Dr. Oonant, was opposed to the
development of the hydrogen bomk, and he mentioned some of
the reascns which Dr. Conant had given, As far as 1 remember,
he alsc showed wme a letter that he had written to Dr,.Conant8
As Tar as 1 remember, neither in this letter nox in his
conversatior with us did he take ay stand,

Q What did you do about the invitation that Teller
had extended you?r

A Abvout twoe days after talking to Dr. Oppenheimer

I refuscd this invitation, I was influenced in making up
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my mind after my complete indecision Lefore by two friends
of mine, Dr., Weisskopf and Dr. Placzek, I had a vefy long and
earnest conversation with Dr, Weisskopf what a war with
the aydrogen bombs would be, We both had to agree that after
such a war even if we were to win it, the world would not be
such, not be like the world we want to preserve., Ws would
lose the things we were fighting for. This was a very long
convarsation and a vary difficult ome for both of us,

i first had a conversaztion with Dr, Weisskopf
alons and then with Weisskopf and Placzek together on the
drive from Princeton to New Yori. In this conversation essen-
tially the same things were confirmed once more. Then when
I arrived in Ne York, I called up Dr. Teller and told him
that I could rot comeg to join his project.

Q When would this have been, zpproximately?

A I still can’t give you any nuch better date than
before, It was certainly quite some time before the Generxral
Advisory Comﬁittee meeting. 1 don’'t know whether it was two
weeks before or ten days before. If nay have been three
weeks before., 1 could-establish the date if this is
important.

] Since that time, however, you have done work on the
thermonuc lear program, on the H bomb?

A I have indeed.

Q When didthat begin?




A This began after the outbreak of the Koran waf.

Q What have you dome since then, describing it just
in general torms?

A In June of 1950, wher the Kcrean war bBoke out,

1 decided that 1 should put a fell effort on Los £lamos work
and in particular should work aisoc on thermonuclear
waapons. 1 offered %o Los Alamcs to do active work at time

s
when 1 was gt Los Alamos, but aliso when I was at Cormnell,
This oifer was sccapied. I have donme work with an assistant
who 1 supplied from among my owﬁ students., I believe this work
has heen recognized as cohtributingo

Q Arez you saying that ccentinuvcusly frem the outbreak
of the Korsan trouble --

A Essentially coantipnuously. I worked of cours e
only part time as long as 1 was at Cornell, Then 1 was at
Los Alzmos at more frequsnt intervals since themn., 1
mentioned before that I spent a whole eight months there
fro. February 1952 to September, which was a critical period
in the development of the first full scale thermoruclear
test which took place in November of 1952, as you well know,

1 also went thsre at cther times during the summer .
I went usuvally for a month in the winter, and 1 worked in
betwoen at Ithica,

Q When you did finally decide in the summer af

1950 to go to work on the thermonuclear program, what became
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of the inmer troubles that you had previously that
contiibuted t0o turning down Tellsr's original offer?

A I am afraid my inner troubles stayed with me and
are still with me, and I have nofi reso’ved this problem, I
stil1ll feel that maybe I have done the wrong thing, but ;
have done it,

Q You have domne the wrong thidg in what?

A The wrong thing in helping to create a still more
‘formidable weapon, becauée I don’t think it solves any of.
our probiemsQ

Q During the ear y part of 1850, that is, after you
turned down Teller's invitation, but before you waent t¢ work
at Los Alamos, cn the thermonuclea; program, you made some
public statemerts, I believe, in the press., You wrote an
article which 1 believe was published in the Scientific
Amexican, and the Bulletin of Atomic Scientists, setting forth
your views about the thermonuclezr problem,

Would you describe briefly what youragarded as the
alternative to going ahead with the thermonuclear program?

A Yes, sir.

Q I am speaking now of the period from the end of 1949
to the niddle cf 1950.° |

A Yes. 1 thought that the alternative might bé
or should be tc try once more for an agreement with the

Russians to try once more to shake them out of their
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indifference or hostility by something that was promising to
be still bigger than any:hing that was previcusly known and to
try once more to get an agreement that time that naither
countfy would develop this wezpon, This is erough of an
undertz king to develop the thermonuclsar weapon that if

both ccuptues had agreed not to do so, that it would be

very unlikely that the world world have such a weapon,

Q Canyu explain, Dr, Bethe, how you reconciled
that view just described of wznting to make apother try at
agreoment with Russia, with the view that you described a
little while ago in wvhich you expressed the feeling that
negotiations wibh RBussia on the A bomb were hopeless?

A Yes. I think maybe the suggestion to negotiate
again was one of desperation, But for one thing, the differ-
ence was that it would be a negetiation about something that
did not yet exist, and that one might find it easier to
renounce making and using something that did not yet exist
to rencunce something that was actually already in the world.
For this reason, I thought that maybe there was again some
hope. It alsoc scemed to me that it was so‘evident that a
war fought with hydrogen bombs would bz destruction of both
sides that waybe even the Russians might come to réason°

Q Didn't you feel that there was a risk involved in
taking the time to negotiation waich might have given the

Russians the opportunity to get ahead start on the H bomb?




1085

A There had to be a time limit on the time that such
negotiations would take, maybe a half year or maybe a year.

1 believe we could afford such a head start even if thare
were such a head start. 1 believed also that some ways

could have been found that in the interim some research would
go on in this country., I believed that also cur armament in
atomic bomwbs as conﬁrasted tohydrogen bombs was strong enough
and prcmised to be still stronger by this time, that, is,

by the time the hydrogen could possibly be sompleted, so

that we would not be defensecless even if the Russians had

the hydrogen bomb first,

Q Do you have any opinion, Dr, Bethe,on the question
of whether there has been in fact any delay in the
development and the perfection of thermonqclear weapons
by the United 3tates?

A 1 do not think that there has been any delay.

1 will try to keep this unclassified. I can't promise that
I can make myself fully clear om this;

Q Try to, will you?

A I will try. When President Truman decided to go
ahead with the hydrogen bomb‘in January 1950, there was
really no clear techunical program tha could be followed.

This became even more evident later or when new calculations
were made at Los Alamos, and when these new calculations

showed that the basis for technical optimism which had existed

in
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the fall 5f 1949 was very shakayf,.indeade The plawn which
then exizgted for the making of a hydrogen bomb turred out to
be less and less promising as time went on,

Q What interval are you now gpeaking of?

A I am speaking of the interval §f from January,
1950 to early 1951, 1t was a time when it would not have
been possible by adding more pacople o make any more progress,
The more pecpile would have to do would have to be work
on the things which turmned out to be fruitful?

Finally there was a vary brilliamt discovery made
by Dr, Teller. That was made in the spring of 1955, It was
one of the discoveries for which yoh cannot plan, one of
the discoveries like the discovery of the relativity
theory, although 1 don't want to compare the two in
importance. But something which is a stroke of geniug, which
does not occurin the normal development of ideas., But some-
body has to suddenly have an inspiration, It was suéh an
inspiration which Dr, Teller had together with his colleégue
Ulam, also of Los Alamos, which put the program on a sound
basis.

Only after there was such a sound basis could one
really talk of a technical program. Before that, it was
essentially ounly speculation; essentially only just trying
to do something without having really a direction in wﬁich

to go. Mow things changed very muchk. in the spring of 1951,
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In the spring of 1951 after thié brilliant discovery there was
a program.

Q Dr. Bethe, if the Board and Mr, Robb would permit
me, 1 would like to ask you somewhat a hypotheticzl quaestion,
Would vyour attitude about work on the thermonuclear program
in 1949 have differed if at that time there had been available
this brilliant discovery or brilliant inspiration, whatever

you call it, that didn't come to Teller untii the spriung of

19517
A It is very difficult o answer this.
Q Deon't answer it if you can't, _ <
A 1 believe itmight have been different,
Q Why?

A I was hoping that it might ke possible to prove that
hhermornuc lear reactions were‘not feasible at all, I
would have thought that the greatest security for the United
States would have lain in the conclusive proof of the
impossibility of a thermonuclear bomb; I must confess that
thig was the main motive which wade me start work cmn
thermoruac lear reactions in the summer of 1950,

With the new principle, I think thevsituaticn
changed, because it was then clear, or almost clear -- at
léast vary likely -~ that thermonuclear weaposs were indeed
possibie., 1I1f thermonuclear weapons were possible;, I felt

that we should have that first and as soon as possible. So




1068

I think wy attitude might have keen different.

Q One fipnal question, Dr. Bethe. 1 slbuld have asked
you this., 1 have referred you to the press statements and
the article that you published in the late winter and spring
of 1950, enxpressing critical views of the H bomb program,

Did you ever discuss those woves, that is to wmake sguch
statements and write such articles, with Dr, Oppenheimer?

- A I never did. 1In fact, aftexr the Presideﬂt'é
decision, he would never discuss any matters of policy with
me., There had been in fact a directive ffom Presicdent Truman
to the GAC not to discuss the reasons of the GAC or any

of the procedures, and Dr, Opperheimer held to this directive
very strictly.,

Q Did you consult him about the article?

A I don’¢ think I consulted him at all about the
article. 1 comsulted him about the statement that we made,
Ag far as I remember, he gave nc opinion,

Q On the basis of your associztion with him, your
knowledge of him over these manyyears, would you care to
exXpress an opipnion about Dr., Oppenheimer’s loyalty to the
United States, about his character, about his discretion in
regard to matters of security?

A I am certainly happy to do this. I hwve absolute
fuith in Dr. Oppenheimer's loyalty. 1 have always found that

he had the best interests of the United States at heart, 1
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have dlways found thst if he differed from othar puople

in his /judgment, that it was because of a deeper thimk;mg
about the possible consequences of our action than the other
people had, I believe that it is an expression of loyaliy -~
of particular loyaity -- if a person tries to go baycend the
obvious‘and tries to make available his deeper insight, even
in making unpopularsuggestions, even in making suggestions
which are not the cbvious ones to make, are not those which a
norma 1l intellect might be led to make,

1 have absolutely no guestion that he has served
this couniry very long and very wéll., I thivk everybody
agrees that his service in Los Alamos was one of the greatest
services that were ever given to this country., 1 believe he
has served equally well in the GAC in reestablishing the
strength of our atomic weapons program in 1947, 1 have
faith in him quite generally.
| ¢ You and he are good friends?

A Yas,
Q Would you expect him to place his loyalty to his
country even abose his loyalty to a friend?
A I suppose s0, |
MR. MARXS: That is all.
CROSS EXAMINATICN -
BY MR. ROBB:

Q Doctor, when Dr. Teller came to see you in 1949, were



you at Ithica then, sir?

A Yes,

Q And then you and Dr, Teller went down to Princeton
to see Dr. Oppenbeimer?

A We went down separately, but we met again in
Princeton.

Q May I ask, Doctor, why did you pick Dr, Opperheimer
to comnsult abeout this mattex?

A Because we had come to rely on his wisdom,

Q Doctor, you spoke of Dr, Teller at Los Alamos as
always suggesting new deviationg,

A Yes

Q It was a new deviation suggested by Dr. Teller
which resulted in your success in producing the thermonucleay
wasn'f it?

A This may be true, and some of his suggestiorns
certainly were extremely valuable.

Q Yes, sir,

A There were other suggestions whid turmed out to be
very much to the contrary. Dr. Teller has.a mind very
different fra@ mine, I think one needs bbth kinds of minds
to make a successful project. I think Dr, Teller's mind runmns
particularly'to making brilliant inventions, but what he needs
is some control, some other persomn who is more able to find

out just what it is the scientific fact about the matter,
I
i

F 1
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Some other person who weeds out the bad from the gocd ideas.

erﬁha spring of 1951, as soon as I heard of Dr,
Teller's new invention, I‘was immediately convinced that this
was the way to do tt; and so was Dr, Oppenheimer, I should men-
tion ameeting which toock place inm 1951, in June,at which
Dr. Oppenheimer wazs host. At this meoting the final program
for the thermonuclear reactions was sst up. At this meeting

Dr. Oppenheimer entirely and wholeheartedly supported ths

program,
Q Doctor, how many divisions were there at Log Alamos?
A It changed somewhat in the course of time, As far

as I could dount the other day, there were seven, but thore
may have been eight or nine at some time,
Q Which division was Klaus Fuchs in?
A He was in wy division which was the theoretical
division,
MR. ROBB: Thank you, That is all.
MR. GRAY: I have some questions, Dr. Bﬁhee
Early in your testimony in response to a question from Mr,
Marks about cooperation and -happy atmomphere --. these were
not your words or his -- you said there were certain notable
exceptions.,
THE WITNESS: Right.
MR. GRAY: You named Dr, Teller.

THE WITNESS: Right,
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ME, GRAY: Could vou name certazin other of the
notable exceptions?

THE WITNESS: 1 can recall cnly one peﬁsono That
was Dr, Felix Bloch, who left the project after scma time
and went to a radar project instead., He was at Los Alamos only
for a short time, Otherwise, I can’'t recally any exceptions,

¥E, CGRAY: This is a watter of informaticn, perhaps.
1 was interested, however, in orne of your objecticns to the
May-Johnson Act, on the ground, and I think I use your words,
"that it provided punishments fcr 3almost any move a
scientist might make,"

THE WITNESS: Right.

MR, GRAY: What do you have in mind.

THE WITNESS: When you read the document -~ I am
afraid I didn't read it from beginning to end -~ the thing
which was most conspicuous to us was that thet listed a large
numbar of things that were to be considered a security
violation and set down very harsh penalties, unprecedented
peaalties, 1 believe, for these,

MR, GRAY: What kind rof thipgs were the penalties
impossed for? That is what 1 am trying to get at. 1 am not
familiar; I am sorry to say, with the provisions.

THE WITNESS: 1 dorn't know that this'is terribly
important,and I should not insistéon it tco much, It said
if you betray some secret =- if gbme secrets leak eut by

i |
f
{
i
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negligence, fthen vou go toprisorn for tem years, If you do
it with the ipntent to hurt, the United States, the penalty
is ﬁ@éhh, and so forth and sc on., The thingsﬁhat were
mentioned were definitely things that should be punished, 1t
only scemed to us that the punishment was perhaps a little
harsh end a 1ittle too much emphasized in the bill,

ME, GRAY: I don't want to pursue this too far,
but youvr characterization of these amtions as almost any
. move a'scientist might make, you mean any fLreasounable uove
which by carelessness might be &¢hé equivalent, I suppose?

THE WITNESS: No, it would reqQuire much less than
that. It would require ar act of slight negligence rather than
any caiousness,

MR. GRAY: Yes,

THE WITNESS: But I don't wish to insist on {this,

MR. GRAY: Very well. Also in respecnse to a question
from Mr, Marks you sa2id that you were very much surprised in 1940
soon after the fall of France -- 1 klizve you said this --

Dr. Uppenheimer's political reorientation -- the phrase is
mire, not yoprs -- and you cited as an example and you cited
as convidtion that an extraordinary effort needed to be put
forth to save western civilization,

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR, GRAY: I believe you were asked that guestion

by Mr. Marks in the context od Dr. Oppepnheimer’'s earlier very
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left wing views,

THE WITNESS: Precisely. .

ME., GRAY: Other than the fall of France were
there indications in his conversation -- the long conference
you had -- in 194C which would indicate a change in these
extrem2 or very left wing views?

THE WITNESS: 1 am not sure that I recall any other
motivation. I am sure that the fall of France was uppermost

in all our winfds, and that this was the dominant théme,

I don’t know what other motivation Oppenheimer went through

to change his mind,
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MR, GRAY: Ireally was not ccncernsd so nuch with
motivations as whether you seﬁsed a modification éf‘the
extéemeness of his leftwing views.,

THE WITNESS: I certainly did not. It did not come
up even as & part of the conversation that his views were
ileftwing at this time. That is, as you recall, this was
in the time ofthe Russo-German Pact, I don't bdieve the
Pact was meniioned, laybz it was. If so, it must have
been mentioned in the same context, in the same spirit as
the fall of Erance, namely, tat it was a most deplorable
thing. There was pothin in the conversation which indicated
any leftwing orientation at that time. 1In fact, the opinions
of expoaris were the exact opposite of the party line.

MR, GRAY: IMay I again refer to your conversations
with Dr. Teller and with Dr, Cppenheimer in October, 1249,
at which time you were deeply troubled as to whether you
should go back or should agaip work ~-- what was it -- at
Los Alamos?

THE WITNESS: Right.

MR, GRAY: Did you get far erough along in your
thinking, Dr. Bethe, and in your discussions with Dr. Teller,
to talk in terms of what the salary might be if you went

back o Los Alamos?

THE WITNESS: %o did discuss this. Even though

I wns not al all decided whether I wanted to go, I wanted
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to discuss the things sufficiently so that at least external
circumstances would be reasonable if I went,

' MR. GRAY: B5So that a2t the time your mind was at
least open to the point that the shape and form and naiure
of the job wasinteresting at least.

THE WITBESS: Right.

MR. GRAY: May I ask, then, how long after this
conversation with Dr. Bller in which saiary and other
conditions were discussed was it that you began making
speechess and writing the bulliters oppesing work on the
hydrogen bomb, or isthat a clear que;tion?

THE WITNESS: Thatis perfectly clear. This was
three months later.

MR. GRAYE' Three months later?

THE WITNESS: Three months and a little.

MR. GRAY: Mr., Marks asked you a question about --

£s

THE WITNESS : May I make one more remark in this
connection?
MR. GRAY: Yes, indeed.
THE WITNESS: During the time when the government
was in the process of deciding wheher to go ahead with the
‘ program, I felt and I think all scientigsts felt that we must
not make speeches. This does not mean that we held any

dl.fferext opinion. But during this time it was a secret

deliberation of the government and it was not in the public

|
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Jomain and we therefore restrainecd ourselves from expressing
our opinion -- meticulously -- in any way.

MR, GRAY: So that &our speeches in opposition
came after ths President's decision?

THE WITNESS : They came after the President's
decision., They could not come before the President's
decision. This does not mean that the President’'ss decision
changed my mind in any way.

MR. GRAY: I think you made it clear ip ycur testi-~
mony that you feel that following the Presidentizl decision
there was no delay iﬁ the development ofthe hydrogen bomb.

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. GRAY: ©Can you say the same thing about the
period from 1945 until January, 19507?

THE WITNESS: This is a very difficult question.

I think onelwould have to take the periods apart., I believe,
let ne say in the beginning, first of all that there was
in the end no delay.

MR, CRAY: You mean taking the yaams from 1945 to
1950, or whenever it was?

THE WITNESS: 1952,

ME. CGRAY: That there was no delay?

THE WETNESS : Yes. OCne of the ingredients in
may saying so is that in order to have a sufcessful thermo-

nuclear weapon you first need to have an extremely good
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figsion weapon. You cannot make a success of @ thermo«nuplear
weapon without that. As you kmow, the fission wapon is used
as a trigger %o provide the heat in the thermo-nuclaar
weapon. This is public knowledgé. Anything beyond that i
cannot say. It is necessary to have extremely good fission
weapous znd what Los Alamos Laboratory did in all the time
until 1950, early in 1950 and lndeed later, too, was a
continuous and very spectacular inprovement in fission
weapons, so much so,as President Eisenhower announced in
his United Naticns spesch, that the power of the fission
weapon has increased 25 fold since Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

Theresfore, this work was all in the direction
that was necessary to bring success in the thermo-nuclear
prograim.

Now, then, in the first period from the erd of
the war to the beginning of the AEC, that is, to January of
1947, Los Alamos was in a state of disintegration, and Los
Alamos, Jjust like our Armed Forces; was declining’in strength.
All of us wanted to go home just as all the boys from over-
seas wanted to go home, and as their mothers wanted them to
come home. So everybody wanted to home.

Also, we wanted to give a chance to the international
organizations. This changed completely when the AEC took
over in the beginning of 1947, and from then on really a

strong pirogram in weapons development was started.
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I shouald say in all fairness that Iin all this
program Df. Teller played a very important roll and did not
show any deviations, as I criticized during the war time
period. LEven so, it needed sometime to build up the strength
of the laboratoxy.

I was impossible for the laboratory to do very
nany things at the same time in 1947 or 1948, let us say.
All the same, some research was going on all the time on
some phases of thermonuclear reactions.,

I mentioncd before that omne particularly promising,
although minor application of such reactions, was actively
worked cn in the summer of 1249 when I was there, and it had
then been worked on for sometime. It actually turned out
that this was more useful in the end than would have been
a concerted attack on what was then believed tc be the main
subject.

MR, GRAY: You think that the demonstration of
genius on the part of Dr. Teller in 1951 -~ I know I am
asking a question that you can't answer, but I will qsk it
anyway -- do you think if the GAC in 1947, when it was
constituted, had concluded as the President concluded in
January, 1950, that it is possible that Dr., Teller's stroke
of genivs might have come socner than 13517 It had no
relation to the atmosphere, facilities and those things. I

know this is a very difficult question,

~

- v _ ___———l———-————-—



THE WITNESS : Yes.

MR. GRAY: If it is not clear to you, I am address—~
ing myself to the point that it kas been said in many places
that the attituide of the GAC did in fact delay successful
work, I believse this has been said., 7Tou are familiar with
that.

THE WITNESS: I am familiar witn that.

MR, GRAY: I am trying to address myself to that
point.

THE WITNESS: It is awfully hard to aswer. It is
true certainly that a stroke of genius does not come entirely
unprepared and that you get ideas only on the subjects that
you are working on., If you are working om other subjects,
let us say fissilon weapons, you probably won't have any
inspiration about thermonuclear weapons. It is true on the
other hand fhat two quite important suggestions or discoveries
were made on thermonuclear problems during the time when Los
Alamos was not activelyAworking on these. I cannot nane
thenm in an unclassified session.

One of them was the thing that I mentiqned repeated-
ly, the minor application, as I call it, of thermonuclear
principles. X think it is quite obvious that only when
there is a concarted effort can there bz the atmosphere in

which you can have big ideas. Whether we would be farther

ahead or less far ahead, I don%% know.,
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MT, GRAY: I was aware that was a difficult
questior, I have only two more, Doctor.
You testified that at one period you were hoping

that it might be possible to prove that thermonuclear

weapons were just simply not possible.

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR, GRAY: X assume, then, that you were hoping
that if they were not possible in this country they could not
be possible in the USSR?

THE WITNESS: Precisely.

MR. GRAY: Did you have any reason to hope that
the Russians were not taking a contrary view to.yours? You
were hoping that it could not be possible.

THE WITESS: Yes.

MR, GRAY: Would if be unreasonable to suppose
that the Russians might have been taking the contrary view?

THE WITRESS: That they were hoping that it was
possible?

MR, GRAY: VYes,

THE WITNESS: I am quite prepared to assume that,
tut I don't know.

MR. GRAY: So that there was a double hope that
we couldn't do it and also that they couldn't, but we had
po basis for believing that they would not make every eifort,

I assume?
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THE WITNESS: That is true. In the times when
everyhody was very pessimistic about the outcome of our own
effort, that is, in the year 1950 essentially, I was often
hoping that the Russians would spend their efforts on tais
problem and that they wuld waste their efforts op this
problem,

MR, GRAY: ly finmal question, I thirpk, relates
to Mr.Marks' last question to you,

In the light of your intimate personal acquaintance=-
ship with Dr. Oppenheimer and within the framwork of the
Atomic Energy Act ol 1946, you have no doubts about him with
respect to his loyalty, his character, his discretion, which
were the three areas which Mr. Marks put the questiocon to you.

. THE WITNESS : Yes,

MR. GRAY: In oréer to complete the record, because
there is another comsideration which the Act imposes and
that is, associations, would you apnswer also affirmatively
to the q¢uestion including the test of associations?

THE WITESS: Those associations that I personally
know about I certainly heartily approve. The associations
which I mentioned --

DR. EVANS: What was that?

THE WITNESS: I said that --

MR. GRAY: The associations bhe kn ows about he

would heartily approve.
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THE WITNESS: The associations in the dim past
0of the late 1930°'s and maybe early 1940's I certainly cannot
approve, but I think they are superseded by a long record
of faithful service and that one has to judge & man according
to his actions, recent actions, which are, as far as I know,
2ll in the public dcomain and all perfectly known ard open
to scrutiny.

MR. GRAY: Thank you,

MR. ROBB: Iir. Chairman, I have a couple of ques-~
tions but wbuld you rather I save them until Dr. Evans
finishes?

MR. GRAY: Yes. Dr. Evans, do you have any ques-
tions?

DR, EVANS: Yes. Dr, Bethe, for the record ~~ we
can look it up, but you can tell us -- where did you do
your university wofk?

THE WITNESS: I studied at the Universities of
Frankfort and Munich in Germany and got my PHD ip Munich in
1928,

DR, EVANS: Have you taken out any patents on
these types of weapons?

THE WITNESS: I believe I have a patent or two

on Fission weapons. I don't bdieve I bhave any on the thermo-

nuclear weapons.

DR, EVANS: What are your politiecal views? You are
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a citizen of the United Statos?

THE WIBRESS : Yes., This is perhaps --

MR, GRAY: ZIExcuse ne,

DE. EVANS: Do I have a right to ask that?

MR, GRAY: DPerhaps it nay be that the witness
would be entitled to have a Little bit of understarding. I
don't know that the question -- excuse me., If the witﬁess
objects to answering, he can.

DR. EVANS: Maybe I shouldnot ask this question.

THE WITNESS : I have no objection at all. I have
never hed any association with a leftwing organization what-
soever, Iy political views are best described by Adlai
Stevenscn's views.

| DR. EVANS: He is from Chicago.

THE WITNESS: Right.

DR, EVANS: I want to ask you one other question.

Being a normal man and a good man, I take it, do
you still in the back ofyour head have these moral scruples
about tkaese things?

THE WITNESS: I do.

DR. EVANS: That is all.

MR. ROBB: I think thers are a couple of questions
suggested by the Chairman's questions,

MR. GRAY: If you will, I want to see ii lixr. Marks

Has any questions.
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MR, MARKS: I have a couple, but either way,
MR. GRAY: Suppose you proceed.
REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR, MARKS:
Q I neglected to ask you one questiOnj'Drt Bethe,
When was the pext time after your meeting with Dr. Oppenheimer

in 1940 that you saw him?

A 1 saw him for a day in 1941.
Q When and where was that?
A That was in New Mexico on his ranch on the 24th of

July, as far as I know,

Q You had some reason for fixing that date?

A Yes. Thers was a previous case in which Dr.
Oppenheimer was accused of having attended a meeting in
| Berkeley somse time in July, He asked me to establish the date
of my visit, and I tried to do that., I must confess that I
came only within two or three days, and the exact date
was supplied to me, |

Q | Supgdied to me?

A Supplied to me by a friend of Dr., Oppenheimer,
But I came within two or three days.

Q You mean --

A On my own investigation. I did not —-

Q I think you better tell us the whole thing, because

I don't know it.
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A Well, 1 waé asked to find out when I had visited
Br, Oppenheimer so that I could, if necessary, ,testify to
that. I made some searching of my own memory. I could
establish a date of the 1lst of August when 1 wet Dr, Tellerxr
for a summer vaction, and I calculated back that some time
in the early twentiss of July 1 had been at Dr. COppenhaimer’s
ranch.
1 furthermare knew the hotel in which 1 stayad
the night after, and 1 made sure that I could find out
from the hotel register what day we had stayed there, if need
be, but they were reluctant to do this, because it was some
12 years back, Then before 1 had any chance tH go further
into this, I wa told that it was the 24th of July.
Q You mean that the hotel register was the 24th of
July?
A  The hotel register was not searched, but 2n
independent search -~ there were other events which took
place during my visit -- namely, Dr., Oppenheimer was kicked

by a horse, It was possible to establish thst date,

Q Apd you remember that you were there?
A I remember ed that,
Q So when you said a friend of Dr. Oppenheimer'’'s

supplied the date, what you meant was that a friend of Dr,
Oppenéimer told you what date it was the horse kicked hiw?

A Right .
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Q I think I may have phrased a gquestion ineptly
in relation to your speeches anc your articles in early
1950, 1In answer to a questiom of mine did you say that
those statements and articles opposed work on the H bonmb
program?

A Ko, they did not, They only deplored that such a
thing would be wade, and they expressed the hope that we
would never use it. The sﬁatement said that we were hoping
that the United States would never use the H bomb until it
was used against us first, 1 don’'t knpw whether that is a
good scheme, I think it should be understood as a desperate
attempt to reconcile ap. accomplished fact of the H bomb
program, which we did not want to oppose with our deeply
troubled conscience.

MR, MARKS: May I identify for the record, in case
the Board shourld wish to refer to ths article, so we are
sure that we are all talking about the same thing. I have
reference.to 2 press reoleas3 which was reported in the New
York Times, Sunday, February 3, 1950, and I have referencs
to an article that was published in the April issue of 1950
of Scientific American, and a reprint of that article whih
appeared in the April issue of the same year in the Bulletin
of the Atomic Scientists,

MR. ROBB: Do you want to show them to the witness,

My . Marks?
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MR, MARKS: Yes, I think that would be a good idea.

THE WITNESS: Yes, 1 remembzr these.

ML, ROBB: 1 might say, Mr, Chairman, I think
theose are articles in the file that you have before you .,

MR. ROLANDER: The Scientific American article is
in the file,

MR, MARKS: Mr., Silverman has suggested that he
recalls some reference éarlier in the proceeding to a patent
that was mentionedrelating to thermonuclear devices in
which you and Dr. Teller and Df. Oppenheimer weme 2l1ll involved.
Db you have any recollection of that?

THE WITNESS: I am sorry, I dom't.

MR, MARKS: Thati all,

RECRCSS EXAMINATION
BY MR, ROBB:

¢ Doctor, I suppose it is a truism that you don't
have ideas about things like thermonuclear weapons on the
atomic weapons without working on them?

A That is certainly tru=.

Q And vou really can’'t tell whether they will work
without experiment, can you?

A You can tell pretty wall by purely theoretical
investigations.

Q But in the last analysis you have to try them ogt

A In the last analysis you have.to try them out, 1
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think it is a matter of recond %that the General Advisory
Committee has always been strongly recommending tosts on
atomic weapous .

Q@ Yes, sir, Doctor, I am a little bit confused about
the two periods we have been talking about., One was between
the spring of 194¢ and I think January 1950, is that right?

A Ves, sir,

Q I am not entirely clear as to just what was going
on during that pericd at Los Alawmos in respect to the thermo-
nuclear. I don't mean the technical details, but who was |
working on it at Los Alamos, and how much work were they
doing? Could you help us on that?

A I wilt try. It was definitely a matter of very
minor priority. It was carried on, that is, one line of
work was carried om mainly by summer consultants, particularly
by Dr. Nordheim. Another 1line of work was proposed by Dr,
Teller; 1 don't remember exactly when, but it was probably
abeout in 1948. I am not sure. That was worked out4quite
actively. I would say some 20 per’cent or so of the work
of the theoretical division went into that from then on.

q I find in the file here some notation, thch I
can't vouch for, but perhaps you can tell me whether it is
right or not, "That during that period from the spring of
1946 until January 1950, the work being done at Los Alamos

on the thermonuclear was being done by Dr. Richtmyer, who
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worked for approximately 8 months on therproblemo

A Yes.

Q Dr. Hordheim who worked approximately a month,and
Dr. Teller, who worked approximately twomonths, and in
addition there were perhaps two or three computers who
worked for a full vyvear. Would that sound about right to you?

A This would sound about right for the one development
that I spoke of, which I said was done by Summer consultants,
I would have thought from my recollection that Dr. Nerdhoim
had worked on it more than that. But on the other hand,
it is ¢true that Dr. Richtmmer worked on itf I think this .
is a fairly goed description of what went on on this cone
development . The other development -~

Q Vouldyou wait just a moment? I am told 1 can
not ask you the Quastion. Go ahead.

A The other development -- 1 am perfectly prepared
to later on after we finish the unclassified part, to answer
classified guestions,

G We are trying to stay unclassified, and it is
quite @asy with me, because I don't know much about this
technical part of it.

A Yes, sir. The other development which I talked
about which I called the minor applicatbnof thermoruclear
principles was reaily one of the functions of the theoretical

division. That is, of the division which generally was in
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charge of doing the thinking, the theoretical thinking

before matters were put into the developmenf stage. This,

as far as I remember, was supported by the GAC, On this I

gave the figure which I imentioned before of about 20 per cent.
I know of two people whe worked on this, Dr. Langwmire and Dxr,
Rosenbluth,

Q Was that at Los alamos?

4 Yes, at Los Alawmos,
Q How long did they work om it?
A To the best of my recnllection about a year before

the fall of 1949. However, 1 may be wrong.

Q@  That would be from tho fall of 1948 to the fall of
1949,

A Yes, this may be about right. I am afraid 1 don’t
remember it in all detail,

Q So you would add those two gentlemen and theixr
period of work to the names and the periods I read you.

A Not only that, but there were several others of less
standing involved in this, and 1 should mention that these
two, apart from Dr. Richtmyer, and apart from the head of
the theoretical division, are probably the most able members
of the theoretical division,

¢ One further matter. Do you remember perhags in
May 1952 preparing a history of thermonuclear developme;t?

A I certainly do,
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For whom did you prepare that?

I prgpared it for Mr. Dean, who was then the

Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission. However, not on

his request, but rather to state the history as 1 saw it and

as most people at Los Alamos saw it,

Q.

A

Q

At whose request did you prepare it?
At my own,

Did Dr, Oppenheimer discuss it with you?

No,

He did not talk with you at all about it?

No,

MR, ROBB: Thatis all., Thank you,

MR, MARKS: May I ask a souple of more gmestions?

MR, GRAY: Yes,

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR, MAREKES:

I would Like to be sure, Dr, Bethe, that I under-

stand the sense in which you mads the statewment about which

the Chairman has also questiored you, 1 believe, that the

motivation you had in going back to work in the summer of

1950 on the thermonuclear problem was the hope that you could

prove it would not work, Did you mean that you hoped you

could prove by argument that it would nbt work, or that you

could discover it as a law of nture in the sense of the

theory of relativity or another scientific theory that it
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was impossible?

A Hardiy quite as conclusively as the theory of
relativity, but rather that I could make an argument that
the methods that we could conceive of for such development would
all not work. That there were laws of nature which doomed
such ar attempt to failure,

Q - Would that process which ycu now describe of work
on which you launched have been aﬂ‘indispensable part of
discovering what would work?

A I think so, yes. I don't know wpether it was
indigpensable becausse Teller dispensed with it, Teller was
able tco make his invention without having had a conclusive
discussion of all the possibilities,

ME, MARKS: That is all.

MR, GRAY: Thank you very much, Dr. Bethe,
(Witness excused,)

MR, GRAY: We will take a recess,

{Brief recess,)
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MR. GRAY: Dr. Bethe, we have asked you to come
back to clear up something for the record which I think
needs to be dore. Mr. Robb will do it very quickly.
DR. HANS BETHE
resumed the stznd as a witness, hﬁving previously heen duly
sworn, was examined and Testified further as follows:
FURTHER RECROSS EXAMINATION
BY M. ROBB:

Q Doctor, I revert to your tallk about the repoxt
you prepared in May, 1952.

A Yes.

Q I gskad you if you tallked with Dr. Oppenheimer
bafore you prepared it andyocu said that you didn't and I
accepted that, of course.

A Yes.

Q I find after you left the room in the file g
letter which i3 marked Top Secret, but I want to show it to
you., It is addressed by you to Dr. Oppenpheimer on lMay 28,
1952, and apparently attached to a copy of your report to
Mr. Dean, dated May 23, 1953.

Just so there be no misunderstanding in the recora
I want you to lock at this gnd give any cbmment you may have.

A This seems to say that we did talk sbout it. ﬁAs

far as I remember, it was‘merely that I reported to him hat

I was writing such a document. It was certainly rot irnitiated
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by him and the contents that should be in it were not dis-
cussed with him,
Q And you sent hin a copy of the report?
A I did,
MR. ROBB: Mr. Classification Officer, if I get
into something here, will you please stop me.
BY MR, ROBB:
Q I notice you refer to a visit to Griggs. Who
was Griggs?
A Mr. Griggs was the Chief Scientist to the Air
Forces,
Q What was that visit about? You say "yesterday
morning I visited Griggs". That was apparantly May 2%.
A At the time there was much discussion of the
past record of Los Alamos and much discussion of the question
whether a second laboratory for weapons work should be
opened, It seemed to me th;t some rather false information
was current with some people, particularly in the Air Forces
and one of the persons whom I knew to be an exponent of this
section of Ajr Force opinion was Dr., Griggs. Therefore, I
went to see him to clear up the past Los Alamos record, and
also to discuss generally the function of thermo-nuclear
weapons in warfare.
Q What was his view on the second laboratory?

A He was very much for it,




Q You were against it?

A Yes.

Q You say in your letter to Dr. Oppenheimer: "As
you know, I visited Griggs yesterday morning." Had you
talked to Dr. Oppenheimer about visiting Griggs before you
went to see‘him?

A I obviously had.

Q Do you remember what your conversationm with Dr.
Oppenheimer was?

A I am afraid I don't but it probably ran somewhat
similar to what I just told you: That I wanted to clear
up these matters, By the way, Dr. Oppenlecimer opposed the
second laboratory much less that I did, if at all.

Q I will show you the letter so you will get the
context and maybe I can phrase a question that won't be
overruled by our friend the security officer.

Dr. I notice you spezk of the atmosphere calming
down considerably in this matter. What were you talking
about there?

A I will try to remember. I am not sure I can.

Q ‘If you don't, just tell us you don't and that is
the end of it.

A I may have referred to the general controversy
of whether atomic weapons work was being pursued =-- no, I

mean thermo-nuclear work -- was being pursued sufficiently
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effectively at Los Alamos. This was our main corncern at
the time, It was believed by Dr. Opperheimer and myself and
by the members of the Atomic Energy Commission that Los
Alamos was doing a very good job on thermo-nuclear weapons
at that time, and this was born out by the success of the
test in November of 1932,

Dr. Teller, I think, was conducting a campaign
to establish the contrary., I believe this was the matter
I am talking about.

Q I notice in here again referring to your visit to
Griggs, which you say took from 10 a.m., to 12:30, you said
you were suprised because your conversation with him was
quite pleasant?

A Right.

Q What did that refer to, Doctor?

A Dr. Griggs had been very much of an exponent of
the view that Los Alamos was not doing its job right and
very much an cexponent of the view that thermo-nuclear waapons
and only the biggest thermo-~nuclear weapons should be the
nain part of the weapons arsenal of the United States. I
had very much dingreed with this, with both of these points,
and so I expected that we would have really é very unpleasant
fight on this matter. We didn't.

Q I see you mention in the first paragraph of your
letter "'very peaceable and enjoyable dinner with Dr. Oppen-

heimer" and the talk you had with him. Had you discussed
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with him at that dinner your forthcoming visit to Griggs.
I don't know whether this was discussed at the dinner or
otherwize. That was up at Princeton, was it?

A I remember the dinner was here in Washington
during the meeting of the American Physical Society. I
may be wrong.

MR. ECBB: That is all. Thank you, Doctor.
FURTHER REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR, MARKS:

Q Dr. Bethe, what kind of a second laboratory did
Griggs favor?

A Well, he favored a second laboratory to work on
weapons and such a laboratory was then estaSIished at Liver-
more very shortly after all these conversations took place,
namely,‘in July of 1952.

This laborgtory has been getting all the credit
for thermo-nuclear development, which is unjustified.

Q Whatdo you mean by that?

A I mean by that that the majority of the weapons
which have been developed‘and which are being tested now in
the Pacific and the most powerful of them were developed
exclusively by the Los Alamos Laboratory.

Q Dr. Bethe, you said, as I understood your remarks,
that you disagreed with Griggs about the desirability of

rulying exclusively on thermo-nuclear weapons?
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A I did not say exclusively. Predominantly.

Q Was this because of moral considerations?

A Yes. It was my belief that if and when war ever
comes that it is most important not to over-destroy the
eneny coﬁhtry, but to fi% the weapon in each case to the
target and to attempt the best accuracy that one can on
bombing so as to make a minimum of destruction compatible
with gaining th2 objective. It.was on this that we dis-
agreed,

Q I am afraid I don't understand you. Did ysu mean
atomic weapons could do the job?

A Yes, sir. Supposing you have, for imstance, a
city which contains two imdustrial plants which you want
to bonb, each ofwhich could be nocked cut by a 100 kilotcn
atomic weapon correctly placed; you could also use a five
million to thermo-nuclear weapon to hit them both, which wou1d4
reduce the problem for the Air Forces because they would have
to fly only one plain instead of two.

It seemed to me that both from moral considera-
tions and for the consideration of the state of the enemy
country after the war, which we traditionally take care of
in some way, it was important to choose the former alterna-
tive and not the latter,

MR. MARKS: That is all,

MR. GRAY: Thank you very much, Dr. Bethe.

(witness excused)
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MR, GARRISON: MNMr, Chairman, I will ask Dr. Fisk
to come in,

In the division of labor, I will ask my partner,
Mr. Silverman, to put the questions to him.

MR. GRAY: May I have your initials?

DR, FISK: James B, Fisk, F-i-s-k,

MR. GRAY: Do you wish to testify under oath?

DR, FISK: Yses.

IR, GRAY: Would you then please stand and mise
your right hand?

James B. Fisk, do you swear that the festimony you
are to give the Board c¢hall be the truth, the whole truth
and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

 DR. FISK: I do.

MR. GRAY: Will you sit down, please, sir. I must
remind you of the existence of the perjury statutes. I will
be glad to Jescribe to you the penalties imposed if you wish,
bﬁt I assume you are familiar with them,

DR, FISK: I think I am familiar with them.

MR. GRAY: Second, I should ask that if it becomes
necessary in the course of your testimony to make any reference
tD or disclose any restricted data, I would ask that you
notify theBoard in advance so that we can take appropriate
steps if that becomes necessary.

Finally, I should say that we}consider the proceedings
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and record of this Board as a confidential matter between
the Commission and its ofificials and Dr. Oppenheimer and
his representatives and witﬁesses, and that the Commission
will not take the initiative in reieaslng anything about
these proceedings to the press.
We express the hope that will also be the attitude
of the witnesses who are appearing.
Mr, Silverman, would you proceed,
Whereupon,
DR, JAMES B. FISK
was called as a witness, and having be2n duly sworn, was
examined andtestified as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. SILVERMAN:
Q What is your present position in private employe-
ment?
A I am vice president in charge of research at the
Bell Teleppne Laboratories.
Q What is your present position with the Atomic
Energy Commission?
A Member of the General Advisory Committee.
Q How long have you been a member of the General
Advisory Commiitee? .
A I was appointed in the fall of 1952.

Q Will you tell us what previous positions you have
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held with the Atomic DEnergy Commission?

A From February 1lst, 1947 until September, 1948, I
was Director of the Division of Research of the Atomic Energy
Commission. Subsequent to that I was for a year or perhaps
a little lpnger a consultant to the Genéral Manager.

Q When did you first meet Dr. Oppenheimer?

A 'The first tiﬁe I met Dr., Oppenheimer in any cther
than a very casual way was in January, 1947,

Q That was just before you assumed your position as
Director of the Research Division?

A Yes.

Q After that did you work with Dr. Oppenheimer with
any dégree of closeness?

A During the time I was Director of the Divisicn of
research I saw Dr., Oppenheimer on many occasions, usually
in connaction with the work of the Commission.

Q At that time he was Chairman of the GAC?

:\ At that time he was Chairman, yes.

Q Did you also serve on committees with Dr. Oppen-
heimer?

A Subsequently to that time I have been on the Science
Advisory Committee in the Office of Delense Mobilization of
which he was an initial member, and on various committees,

such rs visiting committees to Harvard University and things

of that sort.
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Q What was the visiting committee to Harvard Univer- -
sity?

A Physics Department. In fact, those are the only
two that I should cite,

Q You mean the Science Advisory Committee and the
visiting committee to Harvard?

A Yes.

Q What is the period of your joint service on the
Science Advisory Committes as far asyou can recall?

A - I should say the overlap was a matter of something
ﬁnder a year, Approximately a year, I would say.

Q When was that?

A Quite recently.

Q Do you recall about the time that you assumed your
position as Djrector of the Division of Research in the early
part of 1947 there was discussion about what to do about
Los Alamos?

A This was, I believe, the most important problem
that I came in contact with at that time in the Commission -
the health and vigor of Los Alamos,

Q Would you tell us something zbout what the problem
was and whatwas done about it with particular reference to
what you know about what Dr., Oppenheimer did?

A I car say a few rather generazl things here which

I think may beof significance. The Commission had just, of
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e¢ourse, come into existence. Los Alamos at that stage, with
all of the rehabilitation of science and scientists follow-
ing the war, many people going back to their normal pursuits
and normal homes, Los Alamos was in a state where there was
a real question as to whether ¢r not it could survive. Thare
was a great deal of attention paid to its grouvtiy, regaining
of strength not only on the part of the Commission itselfl
and the staff, but on the part of the General Advisory Con-
mitteé. This was a very principal question.
lMany of us spent many, many days in Los Alamos
with people, attémpting to keep the staff together, formu-
lating its program and doing ths things ﬁhat would give it
real life and vigor. In all of these activities, the General
Advisory Committec was extremely helpful. Dr. Oppenheimer
in particular was extremely helpful and thoughtful about the
circumstances which could bring the laboratory back to life.
I seoms to me, if I may add this; that the health

and vigor of Los Alamos today is a very direct result of the
activities of those times. I believe it is the strongest
laboratory the country has.

Q Did Dr. Oppenheimer piay any part in connection
with the research work that was done by the AEC?

A The principal activity ior which I had a direct
responsibility in the Commission, although all of us were

doing a great variety of things in those days, was the
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research program., This was something that was ihheriﬁed in
part from the Manhattan District but it was something in
another sense that had to be started in some parts anew.
There were new national laboratories being formed, such as
Brookhaven, such as the new Argonne Laboratory, and the
whole problem here was to generate a research program that
would keep Amercan sclence and particularly the science that
was relevant to the Commission’'s activities strong and

vigorous, .
P

There were many problems that ame up day by day
and in many, many cases, as Director of the Research Division,
I turned to the General Advisory Committee for assistance
and always got very good advicé and very strong suéport for
those things that made sense in my Jjudgment,

Q Did Dr. Oppenheimer play a roll in this advice
and assistance that you got from the GAC?

A A very prominent roll, both in terms of the formal
activities of the General Advisory Committee itself and in
terms of many informal contacts where I felt free to call
upon himn and where I saw him in the Washington offices.

The examples that one could cite are almost too

numerous to detail, but all of this adéed to a feeling for

- strengthening science in the United States and science in its

rdevance to the Commission's overall program.

Q Have you formed an opinion as a result of your
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13 contact with Dr. Oppesheimer, and yourknowledge of Dr., Oppen-
heimer with respect to his integrity, his loyalty and any
other factors that might bear on his being asecurity risi®

A Yes, I have, I have a very high opinion of all
of these factors andI would go on to say that I know of no
more devoted citizen in this country.

IR, SILVERMAN: I have no further questioné.
1‘CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. ROEB:

Q Doctor, is the Bell Laboratory theone that Dr.
Kelly isthe head of?

A He is the President, yes. .

Q Is he the Dr. Kelly that appeared here the other
day?

A Yes. He is my senior.

IR, ROBB: Thank you; that is all I care to ask.

MR. GRAY: Thank you very much, Dr, Fisk. We very

- much appreciate your coming.
(Witness excused)

MR. GARRISON: Mr., Chairman, I would like to ask
General Osborn to testify next because I think we can get
through with him this afternoon.

MR. GRAY: All right.

May I ask for your initials?

GENERAL OSBORN: Frederick H. Osborn. I usually
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don't uses the initial. Frederick Osborn.

‘MR.VGRAY: Do you wish to testify undar cath?

GENERAL OSBORN: Yes, I do, sir.

MR, GRAY: #Would you be good enough to stand and
raise your right hand?

Fréderick Osborn, do you swear that the testinony
you are to give the Board will be the truth, the whole truth
and nothing but the trpth, so help you God?

GENERAL OSBORN: I do.

MR. GRAY: Thank you. Will you be seated, sir?

It is my duty to remind you of the penalties pro-

vided by the statutes, that is, the so-called perjury ctatutes.

Unless you wish, I will not recite these penalties. I assunme
you are familiar with them.

GENERAL OSBORN: Yes.,

MR, GRAY: I should also like to ask that if in
thecourse of your testimony it becomes necessary for you
to discuss restricted data you will inform the Chairman in
advance.

Finally, I should say that we consider these pro-
ceedings as a confidential matter between the Atomic Epergy
Commission and its officials and representatives and Br.
Oppeneheimer, his representatives and associates, and that
the Commission will not take the initiative in releasing

anything publicly about these proceedings. We express the
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hope that this will be the view of the witnesses as well.
Whereupon,

FREDERICK OSBORN
was called as a witness, and having been duly sworn, was
examined andtestified as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. GARRISON ;

Q General Osbormn, I just want to ask you a few
questions about your wartime experience and service. You
were a menmber and chairman of the President's idvisory
Committee on Selective Service in 1940, werevyou not?

A Yes.

Q And chairman of the Joint Army and Navy Committee
on Welfare and Recreoation beginning in March 19417

A I was appointed by Mf. Stimson to that post.

Q Then you were promoted by General Marshall to

Brigadier General?

A I wascommissioned by General Marshall.

Q As Brigadier Gemeral and later you were promoted
to Major General in 19437

A T&at is right.

Q You were Director of the Information and Educational
Division of the USA, the U.S. Army?

A Yes.

Q And reéigned from the Army in 1945?

A That is right.
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Q And then you were appointed Desputy Represzntative
of theUnited States on the United Nations Atomic Epergy
Commission, 1947 to 19507 |

A That is right.

Q And it was in that connection that you had a close
acquaintance and working relatiorship with Dr. Oppenheiner?

A That is right.

Q I want to Just ask you a few guestions about that
experience of yours and I would like to ask you rapidly a
few questions that will bring us to fhe historical point
about which you are to testify.

The Baruch plan had been presented to the United
Nations Atomic Energy Commission in the fall of 1946, is
that right?

A That is right.

Q The plan was approved in December, 1946, by every
one but the Russians and their satellites?

A There may have been some small nations in absten-
tion -~ I forget -- but it was approved in effect by all
the nations except the Russians and their satellites.

Q And after that, the Commission adjourned?

A That is right.

Q And Mr, Baruch shortly afterwards resigned his
position as the United States representative orn tﬂe Commission?

A Yes.
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Q And then during the winter the resignaticn was not
£illed?

A For the first two months it was not filled.

Q And you were asked by General Marshall to take
on the job of Deputy United States Representative ca ths
Commission, succeeding Mr. Baruch?

A That is right.

Q Thatwas in February, 19477

A He told me he had a jjob for me and would I take
a job, was I‘free to take a job on February 22, and I said
I always would take a job, whatever he asked me to dc. Then
he sent for me to come to Washington on the 28 of February
and told me what the job was. I was sworm in on Friday -~

Q March 7?

A Yeg, March 7, Friday, a week later, All Fridays.

Q And at about that tine on that day or shortly
thereafter, did Dr. Oppenheimer get in touch with you at
Acting Secretary Acheson's raquest?

A I had come down on Friday, March 7, I remember
these dates because Washington's birthday was when we gave
an honorary degree to Gemeral lMarshall at Princeton, which
was the 22nd, I came down the followipg Friday. I came down
to be sworn in on Friday March 7.

While I was in Dean Acheson's office, or waiting

outside -- I was back and forth from Dean Acheson's office;
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he was then Assistant or something or other Secretary of
State to General lMarshall, tidimg over -- Dr, Oppenheimsr
calledme fr m San Francisco, I had not known Dr. Cppen-
heimer befofe. I had simply known his name and knew who he
was., He said that he wanted to sesme.
Shall I go on?

Q Yes.,

A I said " l am knew to this job; I know nothing
about it, Would it better if we waited a couple of weeks
until I was acquainted with the job."

He séid, "No, I want to‘see you right now. Will
you be in Washington or New Vork tomorrow?f‘

I said, "Yes, of course, I will see you if you want to
come on, but it is a long trip to take.”

He said, "I would like to see you."

We made a date to meet at the offices of the
Atomic Energy Commission in New York the next day, Saturday.
I went back to New York, Dr. Oppenheimer flew iq from the
Coast and arrived early Saturday morning and met me at half
past eleven. I had a car and drove him to my country place
up at Garrison across from West Point because 1 was spending
the week-end there, He spent Saturday and Sunday with ne.
We drove back at three o'clock on Sunday because I wasgoing
to meet with Baruch.

Q Did he get in touch with you at Acheson's request?
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A No. He knew from Acheson I had been appointed.

It was on his initiative, I am pretty clear, that he wanted
to see mo.

What he wanted to see me aboul is this. The
gneral tenor I remember quite clearly. I don't remcmber the
exact words. I remember the general tenor clearly becuase
it was very interesting.

Q What was the key question facing the United States
Representative at that time? In fact, what was the key
question facing the Commission?

A I know now what the question was. I am not sure
that I knew then because I was just getting started. The
key question was whether the negotiations should be continued,

Q With the Russians?

A VWigh the Russians}in the United Nations, the
Russians having turned down the Baruch plan. They had not
vetoed it; they hadabstained, but not agreed to it.

The Baruch plan was very gener#l in its statement.
It was not a detailed plan. Thsy had turned down the general
principles of the plan. The question was: Should the
United States agree to continue the negotiatioﬁs in the
United Na£ions.

Dz, Oppenheimér came on to tell me that there were
two very serious dangers in continuing negotiations. The

general background was they he was now certain after watchim;
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the Russians for three or four months that the Russians had
no intention of accepting any plan for the control of atomic
energy -~ international control of atomic energy -- which
would mean lifting the Iron Curtain., Hs had come to the
conclusion that thdr behavior showed that they were not
going to 1ift the Iron Curtain, and that this would be the
end of the regime. |

Yet he felt certain that if the Iron Curtain was
not lifted that any plan of international control would be
exceedingly dangexrous to the Upnited States. What he was
afraid cf was that if we contirued thess negothtions we would
make sonme compromises which without our fully realizing &
would put us in the position of having accepted an agreement
for the control of atomic energy, possibly with prohibition
of bombs, without in reality the Russians having lifted the
Iron Curtain. |

There would be some system where we would accept
compromises which would put the United States in a very
dangerous positior of not really knowing what was going on
in Russia, whereas the Russians would know all about what
was going on here,

This was the first danger he forgaw, and he talked
about this. This was the purpose of his trip. He also felt
that this continustion of negotiations was something that

the Russians would be glad to use the United Nations as a
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nediun for propoganda and this propoganda they could usa
against us, and it would be just as effective &8s any propo-
ganda we would get by insisting on theBaruch Plan.

So te was for discontinuing the negotiations,

Q Then you consulted representatives of the French --

A I Went back to New York and I saw Mbﬁaughton,
the Canazdian Representative, a very able man, znd Duggaa,
the British Representative, and Parodi, the head of the
French Delegation.

Q What was their attitude?

A They all felt very strongly that the.negotiations
should continue. They said they really had not a good look
at the Baruch plaxn, they had not taken much part in drawing
it, they did not know what it would look like if it was put
in more detail ed form. They said they would ke in ap impos-
sible pcsition in their own countires if they agreed to call-
ing off the negotiations.

Senator Austin told me that he had been called to
Waghington to attend a meeting of the President ‘s Executive
Committece on the Regulation of Armaments, whick was commonly
calied RAC, composed of Patersomn, Forrestal, Lilienthal,
Acheson, possibly Lovett. I thipk Lovett was not present
at that meeting. I know he was not present at the meeting
and I ar not sure whether he was still Secretary for Air., I

guess he wasn't. Anyway, It was composed of Paterson,‘




1115
53 Forrestal, Li lienthal and Achsson,

I asked Austin if I could go to this meeting with
him in Washington. He said, yes, he would take me along.
Austin Telt very strongly that we should contiaue negotia-~
tions. He came to this meeting and he said that we should
continue negotiations; that he felt we would bhe able to
reach agreement with the Russians; that they were very
friendly =-- he called Gromyko by his first name -~ and he
thoght we would get somewhere and we could make sore compro-
mises which would enable us to reach agreement on control.

Foresstal said, "This is a lotof bunk", and so did
Paterson.

'Q . How about Acheson?
A Acheson didn't take any part.

MR. EOBB: This is a lot of what?

THE WITNESS: A lot of bunk. Forrestal was
perfectly outspoken and so for that matter was Patersor about
the Russians being friendly and compromising. He said we
should not go on with the negotiations. | |

I asked if I nmight speak, I said I agreed with
Austin that we should continue the negotiations for quité
different reasons., I felt that the Russians hadno intention
seriously and they would not agree to any form of control thaf
we could accept, but that I had talked to England and France

and Canada and these men were very;insistent‘that'we continue
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negotlafions,
| I thought if we were properly on our guard we
need not make any bad mistakes or endanger the situation,
anrd it would be very injurious to our international position
tc take a lone position, refusing to negotiate.

Forrestal said thal makes sense to me; what do you
think, Dob? Paterson said, "I thinkwe siould go ahead if
this is the rcason and if we do it without eyes open.?

Acheson said he was opposed to our goipg ahead,
Lilienthal said that he agreed., Achescn sald, "If you fecel
this way, it is all right for ne to go ahead."

So the next time I saw Dr. Orpenheiner ~- I forget
when if was, fairly soon -~ I told him I had a part in this
decision to go ahead, not withstanding his advice. I told
him the reasons. He said, "Well, I had information which
he had not taken into account; that he had not tal&ed to
any of the repressntatives of the other countries,naturally."

He said, "I was the boss of this situation and
if this was the decision, this was the deeision. He would

go allong with it and I could count on him for snny help I

felt he could give us.,"

I then asked Dean Acheson if I might appoint a
committee of comsultants. I think it was on quite an infor-
mnal baslis; simply consultants who would meet with me in New

York when I falt I needed their advice. On that committee

\
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I asked to serve Dr. Oppenhdmer, Kim Conant, Gaoneral Groves,
Bacher, Dr. Tolman, who died a year later, and I think
Lincolrn Gordon.

BY MR. GARRISON :

Chegstexr Barnett?
Yeu.

And General Farrell?

O PO

Yes. And Lincoln Gordon was on it. He had been
on Baruch's staff. He was a Professor at Yale or Harvard,
and I think he was on it for a while,

This committee was wonderfu1~and also the attention
and interest they gave it. Oppenheimer and Conant said that
any time we needed them they would drop anything they were
doing and would come on for consultation,

When we were coming close to'a decision as tc what
detailed agreament we would reach in regard to the Baruch Plan,
because this is what we were working on, I always consulted
this committes. While I don't remember particular thirgs
that were said at dommittee meefings, Dr. Oppenheimer's
position consistently through the first year when we weré
redrafting the Baruch Plan was that we must be very careful
not to give up anything. If we lost the porposal ip the
Baruch Plan which had aiready been too much weakened -~ the
original porposal of the Acheson-Lilienthal plan that there
mugi; be international ownefship and management of these

A2
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plans -- if we lost this, we would begin to get in an in-
creasingly weakened position and he would be very scared of
it.

So I think we strengthened the position that had
already been weakened. If had already gone to the questioﬂ
of whether there should be inspection being left a little
indefinite. Ithink we strengthetmed it under Dr. Oppenheimer's
urging &nd that of other members of the committee.

Q By the summer of 1949, or in the summer of 19249,

did Dr. Oppenshimer make any comments in your consultant's
committee which you have just been describing about the
state of affairs in relation to the Baruch Plan and the
Russians?

Av By the summer of 1948we went to the Gemeral Assembly
in Paris with quite a well completed detailed outline 6f the
Baruch Plap -- still called the Baruch Plan, if you want,
but it was the United Nations' Plan by this time -~ and under
instructions of General Marshall -- very specific and written --
that we would try to call of the negotiations and if we could
not call them off entirely, that they should be put in the
hands of the six sponsoring powers sco it would not any longer
be done in public and these ridiculous meetings which the
Russians were using wholly for propogandg by this time would
nct be held.

We were successful to have the negotiations
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20 transferred to the so~called six sponsoring powers who
originally sponrsored the setting up of a commission.

Duripg 1949 we held occasionnl meetings of the
spongsoring powers. I had my committee and the individual
members of it in from time to time,

The only thing that I rcmember about this year,
which was very indecisive ~- nothing much happened -- was
that Dr. Oppenheimer by this time said that we had made so
much atomic material that it would no longer be safe to
distribute it under the Baruch Plan. It would put too much
atomic material in countries other than the United States.

He felt very strongly that this thing, even the
Baruch Plan, was no longer safe, because the Baruch Plan
was made for immediate acceptance at the time when thers
was almost no atomic material around. By 1949 we had =z good
deal of it. |

This I remember very distinctly and would be
born out by the records of my consulting committee, I am sure.

Q From these contacts with Dr, Oppenheimer during
these two years, three years actually, did you form an
1mpressioﬁ of his character and his quality as ap American
citizen? |

A I formed the impression of a man most consistent

and determined in his desire to protect the United States

against what he considered a very dangerous situation, a
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27 great number of dangers in these negotilations, and willing
to take infinpite pains to see that we didn't fall into any
of these traps.

Hence, I considefed hfi\:‘mam of raal patriotism
and very consistent character and great loyalty because,
after all, the very first thing I did, knowing nothing about
this situation -- when two weeks atter he had taken the
trouble to fly out from California -- I had gone against his
advice without telling him what I was doing. This made no
ditference. He just stuck at what he considerad his job of
seeing that we didn't fall into any pitfalls on thb‘thﬁng;_

Q By going against his advice, you have referance 3
to you testirony that after consulting with the British,
French and Canadians, you favored continuing negotiations
with the Russians?

A Yes. He remained intensely loyal. It has always
struck me., I have been in a good many jobs, and this is not
always the case when you cross a man at the beginning.

MR, GARRISON: THAT IS ALL,
CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. ROBB:

Q General, that was before the Russians exploded
their A~-Bomb, was it?

A Yes; all of this was before. I think they didn't

explode their A-Bomb until 1950,
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Q Yes.

MR. GARRISON: 1949,

MR. ROBB: 1949; I baeg your pardon.

-

THE WITNESS: Was it December of 1949?

IMR. GARRISON: September,

MR, ROBB: September.

THE WITNESS: I dor't remember any activity on the
part of the consulting powers after that time, We had
really stopped meeting., I was on part time, then. I
resigned in Decamber or the first of January, effective
January 31, 1950,

REDIRECT BXAMINATION

BY MR. GARRISON:

Q When you said in the summer of 1949, Dr. Oppen~
heimer reported to your group that he telt that the stocks
of atomic materials had grown so much that it would be
dangerous to have a distribution under the Baruch Plan, that
was before the Russian explosion.

A I thiak this must have been in the spring of 1949,
Well before. I am sure it was before Setpember. It must
kave been in tﬁe spring because that is when we were still
having consultations with the so-~called sponsoring powers
and this was the information I wanted to gét, should we go on

or should we pull out.

Q Do you remember a talk which Dr. Oppenheimer gave
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to the United Nations Committee in 19477 You don't have
any reccllection of that?

A I remember his appearing. I am trying to think
when that was. I remember that we asked him -~ one of the
things that McNaughton of Canada wanted to.do was to get
Dr., Oppenheimer to appear, but I forget Just what period it
was in cur negotiations}ﬁ I(tbink we had several scientists
speak tc the Commission to infbrm fiem about the situation.

i don't remember what he said, I am sorry.

MR. GRAY: Dr., Evans, do you have any questions?

DR, EVANS: No. |

MR. GRAY: Thank you very much, General Osbora.

We appreciate your appearance.

THE WITNESS: Thank you sir,

(Witness excused)

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, might I take one minute
on the record. I would 1like to renew my request that copies
of the transcript be given to us daily. I made arrangements
with the reporter for two copies from now on.

MR. ROLANDER : That is correct.

MR. GARRISON: The point I would like to make is
this. It is very, very difficult for usto work on these
transoripts in the ante room outsida. I spent the Easter
week-snd in there, and it is not easy for us to work outside

ofour offices on these things, as you can well understand.



1123
30 I really don't know what this problem about classification
is, but it does seem to me that we should be in the position
every day to have transcripts and to have them so councsel
might take them out of the building and work on them, because
it is very, very difficult for us here,.

IR, ROLANDER : May I say that I and the Classifica-~
tion Officer also worked this weckend to try to get these
transcripts reviewed. 1 think we are in a position to give
you volumes one and three tonight. Somne of the other volumes
are creating some prcblems. We find we may, in order to
eliminate any reed for a classification stamp, have to
scissor or remove a sentence or two or a paragraph or two,

of course with the knowlsdge of counsel. I thiank this might
aid us in getling the review completed more quickly,

MR. GARRISON: Iwould rather take something that
had some scissor holes in it if I could take it out of the
building assuming I could know what the scissor holes consist-
ed of. |

MR, ROLANDER : Our problem ls that 30 many other
agencies have been mentioned in this proceeding; Although
everyone has attempted to refrain from discussing restricted
data, information having interest to other agencies and a
programnatic interest, has come up in the record which we
fe¢l is necessary to examine quite carefully.

We will attempt to scissor these transcripts and
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31 sec if we cap't move them a lif%le more guicikly. Eut ags
of tonight I thiank we cap only aésure you volunes one and
three zad by woriking tonight porhaps tomorrow we can asgure
you othar transcripts.

MR, GARRISCW: I am sure you have been working
hard on it. Aren't these references to other agencies
chiefly in Dr. Oppenheimer's dircvcet testimony?

MR. FOLANDER: Of coursie, General Groves' testi-
mcﬁy, Mr, Dean's testimony this wnorning also had certain
items., I don't have the transcript in froatof me, !Mr. Garrison.
We have, of couvrse, provided a man here so that you car work
at any hour that you want to. You are aware of that, cof
course,

MR. GARRISON: Yes. I appreciated Mr., Williams®
being hore all day yesterday. I brought him lunch in a bag.

MR. ROBB: I might say that I have felt the sanme
difficulty because I have to come down to the safe to look
at anything. I can't take anything home with me. Frankly,
I have not had time to read the tramscript.

MR. GARRISON: May we take out of the building the
Pash and Lansdale interviews? They are marked unregstricted.

IR. ROBB: It is all right with me.

IR. ROLANDER: It is net a part of the record yet.

MR . RQBB: I see no objection. |

MR. GARRISON: We were going to try to agree on




that. t is kind of late now. Do yocu think we should do 1%
this afternocon? That is, on the recording.

MR. ROBB: Yes, I undexstand.

MR. GARRISON: I fgel kind of weary.

MR. ROBB: I do, too.

MR. ROLANDER : May I say one other thipg about the
transcript. We will place on top of the trangcript a list
of obvious errors. We, of coursc, have not tried to correct
a misspelling unless it is an error of substance. If you
see any errors in addition to the ones we have noted, you
can tell us,

Mi. GARRISON: I assume, Mr., Chairman, if counsel
can give the Board a stipulation of correction of obvicus
arrors in the rscord, it won't be necessary to take the
+ime oif the Board during the proceedings.

MR. GRAY: The Board would be glad to reecive it in
that manner.

Mi. ROBB: I might say that I think on the whole
the reporter has been doing a splendid piece of work,

MR. GARRISON: I join in that.

MR. GRAY: If there is nothing further at this
time, we will recess until 3 :30 in the morning.

(Whereupon, at 5:15 p.m. a recess was taken, to

reconvene at 9:30 a.m., Tuesday, April 20, 1954,)






